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report  of  CommiBsiaiier  of  A^icnltiure  o 

*  BappresBiog  diseftMS  among 

Aaitftls  of  the  War.    (See  Records  of  tbe  RebellioD.) 
Appropriatioua ; 

Letter  &«m  the  Secretar;  of  the  Treaeaiy — 
t»D8mittiiig  eetiroates  of  appropriatiooe  for  year  ending 

Jane,  leee 

transraittiog  deficiencv  eati  mates  for  carrent  year 

Mkins  foran  tDcreaseil  appropriation  for  priii ting  national 

banknotes 

in  relation  to  an  apprupriatioD  for  rcmoTal  and  elorage  of 

material  at  the  Government  Printing  Office 

transmitting  snpplemrntal  esii  males  for  appropriations.- 
transmltting  supplemental  ealimates  for  Indisn  service.. 

Ann;,  annnal  report  of  Adjutant  Qenerat  (vol.  1) 

appointments  to,  petition  of  cadets  at  Military  Academy 

relative  to  civilian 

aaaistanteurKeoDa,  petitions  relative  to  issuing  commis- 

eontin^nt  expenditures,  report  oftbe  Secretary  of  War  ol. 
edacatiOD  in,  aunnal  report  of  officer  iiicliargeof  (vol.  1). 

infaDlxy,  petition  of  offlceis  for  reorgauiiation  of 

Ordnance,  annual  report  of  Chief  of  (vol.  'i) 

AliUand  Harbor,  Wis.,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of .. . 

jUiiiiBlot  (U.  S.  S.),  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasnry  relating  to 

paying  damages  for  col  liiiton  «itb 

Aaaistant  surgeons.    (£r«Amiy.) 

Attorney- Gen  oral.     (MvaJw  Department  of  Jnstie«.> 

Annnal  report 

Beport  on  auiounta  available  for  expenses  of  United  Stftt«a 

Letters  from,  relative  to — 

Alaska,  relative  to  court-house  and  Jail  in 

relative  to  insane  persons 

Appropriations,  relative  to  appropriations  fbr  towMorlb- 
ing  records  and  makingtabular  state- 
meats  of  aoconnts   in   United  States 

relative  to  appropilatioua  forpubllebing 
opinions  of  Attorneys-General  .. 

Court  officers'  fees,  relative  to 

Fort  Smith,  Ark.,  relative  to  Jail  at 

St«noKrapbers,  relative  to  payment  of,  in  suit  of  Kilboum 

M.  Thompson 

Auditor  of  the  Treasnry  for  the  Poet-Office  Department,  annual 

report  of 

Anditors  of  Treasnry  Department.     (See  under  respective  n 

berS.) 
Angnr,  Brig.  Oen.,  G.  C,  annua)  report  of  (vol.  1} 

B. 

Bangkok,  Siam,  estimate  fbr  repairing  premises  (bi  United  States 
legation  at 

Barron  River,  Enntncky.  report  of  engineers  on  snrveyof 

Bayon  ^rtfaoiomew,  report  of  engineers  on  snrvey  of. 

Bcenf  Eiver,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of. 

Bc^e  Sound,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Boston,  Mass.,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  additional  ap- 
propriation for  pnblicbnilding  at 

Sndley,  Col.  L.  P.,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

Bnenoa  Ayres,  lett<^r  from  Secretary  of  State  relative  to  cooanl  a1 

Borean  of  Catholic  Missions,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Interior  rela- 
tive to  an  appropriation  for 
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Bnreftn  of  Equipment  and  BeomitiDg,  •nnaKl  ropoit  (to].  1) 

Baima  of  Labor  Statistica,  letter  froin  Secretary  ofTreuury  rel&- 

tlTe  to  appropriatioii  for 

BnicBU  of  Hedicme  luid  Snrgeiy,  auiiiia]  report  of  (Tol.  S) 

Bnreao  of  NavigatioD,  nniiQiu  report  (vol.  I) 

BDi«aaof  OrdDADce,  anoual  leport  (vol.  1) 

Boraao  of  Provisions  and  Clotning,  anoDal  report  (to).  1). 
Bureaoof  SlatJBtics,  report  of  Chief  of,  onfoTeign  coir"""~" 
Boreaa  of  Htauu  EogiDeeritig,  aDnnal  report  (vol.  1) 

Borean  of  Yards  and  Docks,  ananal  report  (vol.1) 

BorllDgton  Bay,  Uian.,  report  of  engineers  on  enrvey  of. 


California  and  Oregon  Bailroad,  message  of  Pieaident  relative  to 

appointment  of  commisaioners  to  examine.. 

Calnmet,  III.,  report  of  engineer  on  chanrea  in  Bhoie  line  at 

Cape  Hay,  N.  J.,  estimate  by  Light-Honse  Board  of  appropriation 

Captain  ^Co.,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasnry  relative  to  claim  of. 

Carter,  Jamea  R.,  estimate  to  pay  claim  of 

Casbie  River,  report  of  engineers  on  anrvej  of... 

Cattle,  report  of  Secretary  of  Treaeory  on  ranch  and  range  cattle 

Central  America,  tetter  of  Secretary  of  Navy  relative  to  aasist- 

-  ance  rendered  destitote  American  eitizens  in 

Cbarleaton,   W.  Va.,  letter  of  Secretary  ol  Treaanry  on  addi- 
tional appropriation  for  public  building  at 

Cberokeea.     {See  Indians.) 

Cbief  of  Engineers,  relative  to  harbor  of  refQge  at  Sandy  Bay,  Haat . 
report  relative  to  ooudilioD  of  Fdli  of  Saint 

Anlhony  

Chief  of  Ordnance,  annual  report  of  (vol.  3) 

ChiDcot«agne  Bay,  Virginia,  report  of  engineers  in  relation  to  snr- 

Chineae  immigration,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treaanry  on  regnla- 

tioiu  reatrioting 

Civil  Service  Commission,  annn^  report  of 

CivUiUk  appointments  in  Army.     (_Sei  Army.) 
Claima,  abstract  allowing  character  and  amount  of  all  claims  re- 
ported since  Febraary  30,  1884,  for  depredations  com- 

milled  by  Indians 

letter  from  Secretary  of  Treaanry  giving  list  allowed  by 

aeeonntingofflc«iBof  theTreasnr; 

letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  giving  echedale  of  claims 

allowed  nnder  exhausted  appropriations 

liBtof  claims  of  poetmasterB  allowed  and  diaallo wed  from 

December  1,  16d3,  to  Deoember  1,  ld84 

list  of  claims  arising  nnder  act  of  Jnly  4,  1864 

Cleveltuid,  Ohio,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to 

appropriation  ipr  public  building  at 

report  of  engineers  on  harbor  at 

Clioton  Biver,  Hicmgan,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Coast  and  Oeodetio  Survey,  annual  report  for  ld»l 

letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  transmitting  statement 
showinB  expenditures  III aUeon  ac- 
count of  

Coaatere*  Harbor  Island,  estimate  for  erecttug  bnildtu^bun 

C«iir  lyjUeneLake,  report  of  engiueersou  snrvi-y  of 

Coins  and  coinage,  letter  of  Secretary  of  tLe  TiudstiT^  relative  to 

transportation  andator?ge  of  silvc  dollars. 

report  of  Secretary'  of  Trensury  relative  to 

DKoks  refusing  silver  dollars  and  silver  cer- 

tIBcates 
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Commerce  and  navigation,  report  of  the  Chief  of  the  Burean  of 

me«Mfte  of  the  Presi<leDt  in  reference 
to  inteniatioual  regnlations  for  pre- 

Commiwarf-OeneralofBnhsiHtence,  annnal  report  of  (vol.  1)  

2 

letter  from,  transmitting  report  of 
commission  oc  Huppressins  dis- 
eases among  domestic  cattle 

General  Land  Office,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) . . . 
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CongoCoDfbieuoe,i«portof8ecretAr;  of  State  relative  to 
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6S 

67 
64 
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54 
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145 

letter  of  Beetetar;  of  State  rela- 
tiveto  coDsnl  at  Bnenoa  Ajre*. 

Co&snla,*DDnal  reports  on  labor  in  Europe  from  United  States... 

Controotoia.     (8m  Postal  service,) 

Corea,eatimate  for  pnrohasing  premises  for  United  States  lega- 

1 

2 

3 

letter  of  siioretary  of  Sttie  relative  tV  detailing  Army  «f- 

Cotlon  Centennial  Eiposftion.     {Sm  New  Orleans  Exposition.) 
Conneil  Bluffs,  Iowa,  fetter  fhim  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative 

reportofSeoretBry  of  Treasury  on  unpaid  Jndg- 

Comrt  officers,  letter  from  Attomey-Oeneral  relative  to  fees  of 

ConrtB  of  United  States : 

Appropriations  for,  report  of  Attorney- Qeneral  on  amount 

339 ; 

Offlceraof,  letterielative  to  eabatitDtinfr  salaries  for  fees.. 

839 

2  1 

Cnstoms  duties.    (JiiM  olio  Import  daties.) 

831  , 

Customs  revenne,  letter  f*om  Secretary  of  Treosijry  giving  estl- 

Crprees  Bayou,  report  of  engineers  on  tmnrOTing 

103, 
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Duns,  report  cfengioceni  on  s^rstem  of  movable 

Dsrien  Harbor,  Geon;ia,  report  of  eogineera  on  snrvey  of.. 

David's  Island,  Hew  York,  estimate  for  ftea-wftll  around 

De«r  Creek,  Miisissippi,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of .. 


mitting  estimaiea  for 
Department  of  Jnat ice: 

L«lt«r  of  Attornoy-Oeueral  lelative  to  appropriktion  foi 

transcribing  coort  reconia - 

Department  of  Stare : 

Ealimale  of  deficiency  appropriation  for  printing  and  blnd- 


Eotimate  to  purcbaee  biatory  of  the  Department 

Statement  or  disburaeioeDts  of  tbe  contingent  fund  for  the 

year  ending  June  30,  1684 , 

DepDty  martihaU.     (Ste  Elections.) 

Dea  HoiDea,  Iowa,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  ex- 

tandiiw  pnblic  building  at 

Detroit  tuver,  estimate  for  completing  tight- honse  and  fog-wgoal 

at  month  of 

Devil's  Lake  Indian  Heeervation.     {Sre  Indians.) 

DIreetor  of  the  Hint,  annual  report  of , 

on    production    of  pMicions 

Diatilled  spirits,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  entry  and 

wiibdrawal  from  varehonsesof 

Diatriet  of  Columbia,  annnal  report  of  tbe  Commissioners  of 

Estimate  of  appropriations  from  Commissi  oners  for  extra 

policemen 

Estimates  of  appropiJations  from  tbe  Commissionen  to 

maintain  pablie  order  in 

Letter  tcom  Secretary  of  Treosnry  in  reference  to  addi- 
tional estimates  for  appropriations  for  charitable  institu- 

Drriid  (schooner),  estimate  from  Secretary  of  Navy  for  paying 
damages  to 

Dnbaqne,  Iowa,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  addi- 
tional appropriation  for  public  buildioft  at 

Dn  Font,  S.  F.,  letter  from  Secretary  of  War  relative  to  nnveil- 
ing  statue  of 


Eeoador,  report  of  Secretary  of  State  on  arrest  of  Jnlio  R.  San- 


EdoeatioD,  annual  report  of  ComniistiiODer  of  (vol.  4) 

report  of  officer  in  charge  of  same  in  Army  (vol.  1)  . 
Elections,  report  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  onexpenditnresfor  sn- 

perviaorsond  deputy  marshals  in 

EDiott,  George  F.,  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  Treasury  in  refer- 
ence to  relief  of  snreties  of 

Bngineera,  annual  report  of  Chief  of,  in  four  parts — 

(Vol.  2,  part  1) 

(Vol.2,  parts) 

(Vol.3,  parts) 

(Vol  a,  part  3) 

Envelopee.    (5m  Postal  service.) 


Fall*  of  Baint  Anthony ,  report  of  Secretary  of  War  on  condi 

Fee*.     (Sw  Conrte  of  tbe  United  SUtea.) 

Fttth  Auditor  of  Tieasury  Department,  annnal  report  of.. 
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Pint  AsaiBtant  Poatmsster-Oeiierftl,  aonual  Teport  of..... 

First  Auditor  ofTreaanry  Department,  ananal  report  of . 

First  Comptroller,  auiinal  report  of . . 

aQDDBl  report  of  Treaaorer  on  accaDut«aettl«d 

by 

Flathead  Indiao  BMetratioo.    (Bee  Indiana.) 
Foreign  commerce.    (Set  Commerce  and  Navi|;atioD.) 

Foreign  mail  service,  renort  of  superintendent  of 

Foreign  relatione  of  the  United  States,  papers  relating  to 

Forest  Qrove,  Oreg..  estimate  for  Indian  school  at 

Fort  Monroe,  estimate  for  purchase  of  additional  land  at ... 

Fort  Point,  Boston  Harbor,  Uassachusetts,  report  of  engineers  or 

survey  of  channel  at 

Fott  Smith,  Ark.,  letter  ofAltomey-Goneral  relative  to  Jail  at 

Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  letter  from  Becrelary  of  Treasury  relative  to 

an  incrsaaed  limit  of  cost  of  public  bnilding  at 

Fourth  Auditor  of  Treaanry  Department,  annual  report  of 

French  and  American  Claims  CoDunission : 

Report  of  Secretary  of  State  relative  to 

French  spoliation  claims,  estimate  of  eipensee  for  obtaining 

G. 

General  Land  Office,  annual  report  of  Commisaionet  of  (to).  1).. 

Geographical  Congrees,  report  on  the  Third,  held  at  Venice,  Italy. 

Geohgical  Snrvey,  annnal  report  of  Director  of  (vol.  3) 

Georgia  Shoals,  HasaacbusetU,  letter  of  Secretary  ofTreaanry  rel- 
ative to  examining 

Gibbou,  Col.  Jobu,  annnal  report  of  (vol.  1) 

GloncoBter,  Hass.,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of  harbor  at.... 

Government  Printing  Offlce,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  Bak- 
ing an  appropriation  for  removal  aud  storage  of  material  at.. . 

Grant  &,  Co.,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  paying 
interest  on  judgment  in  favor  of 

Greoly  KelittI  Expedition,  message  of  President  recommending 
retnm  of  steamer  Alert  to  Great  Britain 

Green  River,  Kentncky,  report  of  Bugineers  on  survey  of. 

Gun  factory,  estiwateeof  Secretary  of  Navy  for  erection  of.. 

Guttenberg,  Iowa,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of  Uiss  ssippi 
River,  near 

H. 

Hampton  Institute,  Virginia,  letter  of  Secretary  ofTreaanry  rela- 

ti^  to  appropriations  for 

Hancock,  M^J.  Gen.  W.  S.,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

Harbors  of  Refnge : 

Letter  from  Chief  of  Engineers  relative  to  constrnotion  of 

one  at  Sandy  Bay,  Hasa 

Report  of  engineers  on  survey  for  one  atLudingten,  Mich.. 
Harrisonburg,  Va.,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to 

public  building  at 

letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  ap- 
propriation for  pnblic  building  at 

Hell  Gate,  New  York,  report  of  Secretary  of  War  on  applioatiOE 

of  appropriation  for  improvement  of 

Hinghsm  Harbor,  Uassachnsetts,  report  of  engineers  on  snrvey  of. 
Hot  Springs,  Ark.,  cstiniateB  for  completion  of  Army  and  Navy 

hospital  at 

estiuiutes  for  improvementa  at 

Hnntiogton,  N.  Y.,  report  of  ongitit^Ta  on  snrvey  of 

Hyannifl,  Uaaa.,  retrarc  of  engiueers  on  anrvey  oi  harbor  at.. 
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1. 

Import  dntiea,  anniikl  report  of  refandB 

InoikD  Attain,  umualreport  of  Comtuisitioiier  (vol.2) 

Itiiit^n  Blinan,  report  on  open  marliet  ezpendituKs 

cBtliuate  of  dvficieDcy  sppropnalioaB  for.. .. 
BOpplemeDtary  estimates  of  appropriations  fi 
ladian  Department,  tabnlar  eiatenieuta  of  dibbursenieDte  made 

for  year  ending  Jnne  30,  18S1 

IndiaD  depredatiou  olaims,  abstraci  showing  uatore  and  amount 
of  all  claims  reported  sinoe  FebrO' 

8ryao,lrid4 

repoTi  of  Secretary  of  Interior  c 

Aiippleineatal  report  No.  2  on 

No.  3ou... 
Indian  sohoola,  estimate  of  appropriatiou  tot  school  at  Flathead 

Agency 

eatimale  for  appropriation  fur  school  at  Foieat 

Grove,  Oreg 

letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Interior  relative  t 

disbunemeut  of  funds  for  support  of 

letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  retatlTe  to  pnrchae 

ing  property  foi- 

Indiana,  Clierokees,  estimates  for  removing  Eastern  Lanil  of. . . 
Devil's  Lake  BeseTvation,  letter  from  Secretary  of  In- 
terior relative  to  granting  right  of  nay  to  Jameatown 

and  Nortbem  Railroad  throngb  

Flathead  ReMrvation,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Interior 
relative  to  an  appropriation  for  Catholic  misi ' 

acbDoJs 

Meacalero  Reservation,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasnry 

relative  to  purchase  of  idiprovement^  within 

Ner  Perei,  estimate  for  removal  of 

Omaba,  estimate  tn  pay  expenses  of  selling  landa.. 

Osaae,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treaanry  relative  to  claim 

of  Captniu  dr.  Co.  forsnppUes  furnished  to. 

ZnOi  Reservaliou,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Interior  rel- 
ative to  claims  to  portions  of 

Infantry.     {Set  Army.) 
Iran-clada.     (&«  Navy.) 

Inapector-Oeneral.  annual  report  of  (vol.  1).. 

Inq>ector-OeDeral's  Department,   message   from    President  re- 

tnmlng  bill  (H.R.  1017)  relative  to 

Interior  Deportmeat,  statement  of  the  eipenditare  of  the  cou- 

tin^^nt  funds  of  the  several  hnoreasof  Ihe 

Interior,  Secretary  of.     (£M  Secretary  of  the  Interior.) 

Internal  commerce 

Int«ina]  Be  venue,  annual  report  of  Commissioner  of 

Interaal-revenue  collectors,  estimates  to  pay  certain 

Intemal-teveuue  taxes,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasutj  relativ 

to  commissions  withheld  from  purchaners  of  private  die-stamps. 
Intemalional  Qengraphical  Congress.     (.Sir  Venice. ) 
International  Meridian  Conference,  report  of  proceedings  of.. 
Iqoiqne,  Fern,  letter  of  Secretarvuf  State  relative  to  burning  of 
«0Deulateat 

J. 

Jamestown  and  Northern    Railroad,  letter  of  Secretary  of  In- 
terior relative  t-o  right  of  way  through  Devil's  Lake  Indian 

Japan,  eatimates  of  appropriation  to  pay  interpreter  of  United 

Stales  legation  in 

iDMBage  of    President  relative  to  donation  of  ground  for 
Dnited  States  legation  in 


Google 


INDEX    TO    EXECUTIVE   D0CUMEBT8. 


Jeffenon  Citf,  Mo.,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treaaurj  on  iucrewiD'g 

appropriation  for  pablic  baildiogat 

Judge- Advocate  General,  annual  report  of  (vol.  I)... 

K. 

Kansae  CIt;,  Mo.,  letter  of  Becrctary  of  Trea«nr;  on  additional  ' 

appropriation  for  public  building  at 

Ker,  W.  W.,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treaenry  relative  to  paying. 

Key  West,  Fla.,  letter  from  Becretaiy  of  Treaanry  relative  to  es-  j 
tabliahiDK  raoge-ligbt  at 

Kilbonm,  Uallett,  letter  of  Attorney -Oeneral  relative  to  paying 
atenograpbera  in  auit  of 

L. 

Labor  in  Entope,  reports  of  United  States  consuls  on 

Lao  la  Belle  Harbor,  Miohiaan,  report  of  eugiueers  on  snrrey  of. 
Lake  Cbamplain,  New  York,  report  of  eDgineers  on  snrvey  of, 

near  Foar  diannelB 

Land  laws,  estimate  of  appTopriatious  from  Secretary  of  Treas- 
ury for  prictinK 

Lawrencebnrg,  Ind.,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of  harbor  at. 

Lewis  Biver,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Ligbt-Honse  Board,  lett^   recomm  end  ingc  stab  liabment  of  a 

range-light  at  Key  weet,  Fla 

letter  relative  to  burning  of  ligbt-hons 

tender  Lily 

estimate   for  completing    light-house   at 

month  of  Detroit  River 

Light*,  estimate  for  completing  light-house  at  month  of  Dettoit 

River ". 

estimate  uf  appropriation  for  Abeacom  and  Cape  May- 
stations 

report  of  Secretary  of  Treasnry  relative  to  ailditional, 

in  Narraganset  Bay 

Lily  (light-bouse  tender) : 

Letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  burning  of... 

Claims  for  losses  by  burning  of 

Longitude.     (5ee  International  Meridian  Congress.) 

Lonuville,  Ky.,  letter  &om  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  additional 

appropriation  forpnblio  building  at 

LnOington,  Mich.,  report  of  engineers  on  snrrey  of  harbor  at... 

M. 

Mail  contractors.    (See  Postal  servloe.) 
Mail  contracts.    (Ste  Postal  service.} 

Halo,  J.  T.,  estimate  of  appropriation  to  pay 

Marine  Corps,  report  of  the  commandant  (vol.  I) 

Meridian,     (fife  International  Meridian  Conference.) 

Merritt,  Col.  W.,  annual  report  of  (vol.  I) 

Heecaleio  Indian  Reaervatioa.     {See  Indians.) 

Hessageries  Maritime  Ship  Company,  estimate  to  pay  claim  of... 

HUee,  Brig.  Gen.  K  A.,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

abstract  of  the  militia  force  of  the  United  States 

Militia,  reports  on  (vol.  1) 

Hilitary  Academy,  West  Point,  report  of  Board  of  Visitors  to 

t'ol.l) 

estimates  for  building  quarters  at 

petition  of  cadets  relative  to  civiliui  appoint- 

meuts  to  Army 

Mllitarj  establishment,  statement  of  expenditures  tnm  the  appro- 
priation for  the  eontingent  expenses  of  the 
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Hilitsiy  priaon,  nporteon  (vol.  1} i 

Hiniieapolia,  Hinc.,  letter  of  Sfcretftr;  of  Treaanry  rel&tive  to 

Appropriation  for  public  bD-ildiagat I 

Hint,  midqa]  report  of  tbe  Director  of  the 

production  of     precious  / 

metals , 

Hiwiaaippi  RiTer,  report  of  eDgineem  ou  anrrey  near  Gattenbrrg,  I 

MiHiMippi  RiTBT  CommiMlon,  annDal  report  for  1884  of  the i 

HiMoatl,  EaiiMBaDd  Pacific  Sailroad,  papers  io  claim  of | 

Uobila,  Ala.,  report  of  BnglneeiBOUBiirvey  of  river  and  harbor  at. 
HonahsD,   Thomaa,  report  of  Secretary   of  State  od  arreat  in 

Mflzieoof. I 

Uoner-order  ayBteni,  annaal  report  of  Snperiatendeiit  of  the | 


Nap»  EiTer,  report  of  engjneerson  anrre;  of 

Narra^iwet  Bav.Bbode  Island,  report  of  Secretary  of  Treaanry 

relative  to  additioDal  lights  to ■- 

Ifatalbany  Birer,  Lonisiana,  report  of  engineeis  nn  anrvey  of 

National  bank  notes,  snpplementary  estimate  of  Secretary  of  the 

Tinaiiiiiji  for  piintinK 

NatkniAlBoardofHeaTth,  annaal  report  fbr  1^84 

Naval  Academy,  annual  reportof  the  superintendent  of  (vol.  I).. 
report  of  Becretary  of  Navy  on  death  of  F.  S. 

Strang  at 

Naval  Advisory  Board,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Navy  on  ezpendi- 

Maval  Observatory,  estimates  for  contingent  expenses  of 

Navy  :  iuiniial  report  of  the  SnTveon- General  of  Ibe  (vol  S) 

letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  transmitting  estimat«a 

to  pay  contractors  tbr  nse  of  yards  by  iron-oTada  of 

Boreaa  of  Medicine  and  Snrgeiy  (vol.  S) 

acting  Tear-admirala:  report  of  Secretary  of  Navy  on  power 

to  appoint   

veeselsfor:  letter  from  Secretary  relative  to  appropriation 

for  machinery  for  new  cmiaen 

Navy  Department: 

Annual  report  on  oivil  employ  ta  of 

Eatimate  of  appropriation  for  additional  meaaeuger  in 

of  approptiationa  fbr  gon  factory  for 

Statement  of  tbe  expenditures  of  contingeot  funds  for  1884 

for 

Ravy,  Secretary  of.     (See  Secretary  of  tbe  Navy.) 

Navy-yard,  letter  ftoin  Secretary  of  Treaaiiry  transmitting  eati- 

mates  for  buildings  at  Norfolk,  Va .... 

Neir  England  Tranaportatinn  Companj',  estimate  to  pay  damages 

for  colTiaion  witb  sieamer  Talapnosa 

New  Orleaus  Exposition : 

E«timat«  of  expeusea  for  naval  vexaelH  iu  attendance  at 

Estimates  for  additional  appropriatiou  for 

Meeasge  of  Presidrntrelaiiie  to  ad<I  it  ion  at  appropriation  for. 
New  Tork  City,  report  of  (Secretary  of  Vi'at  «□  improvements  of 

harltor  of. 

Net  Peic£  lodianii.     (£re  Indians.) 

Norfolk  navy-yaril,  eatioiale  for  titiildingK  at   


Ohio  KLver,  teport  of  fiigiiieerjon  survey  of  bar  opposite  month 

ef  Licking  Biver 

Omabas.    (Ste  Indians.) 

Ordnance,  auunal  report  of  Chief  of  (vol.3) 

Oaages.    (£ea  Indians.) 

Otis,  Col.  E.,  annual  report  of  (vol.  I) 
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PaaqootADk  River,  report  of  enffineeraoD  survey  of 

Fawcataok  Biver,  Rbode  iBlaao,  report  Of  eogiaeera  on  murey  of. 

Ps7iiia«ter-GoaeraJ,  annual  report  of  (vol  1) 

Penalty  envelopes,  estitnatea  ior  pnrcbaae  of 

Penaaoola,  Fla.,  report  of  engiiieeTS  on  aurvey  of  harbor  at ...... 

Pension  at tomeye,  report  of  Secretary  of  Interior  on  fees  of 

Pension  OfQce  building,  estimates  for  gas  pipes  for 

of  appropriation  for  complo- 

Penaions,  annual  report  of  Commiaeioner  of  (vol.  I) 

Pleuro.poenuiouis.     (Set  Animals. ) 

'  Poconoko  River,  report  of  eugmeers  on  survey  of 

Point  Barrow  Expedition,  report  of  Secretary  of  War  on 

Pope,  Maj.  Gen,  John,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

Porter,  Fitz-Jolin,  message  from  President  with  copy  of  appeal  of. 
Portsmouth,  N.H.,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of  harbor  at-- . 
Postase  stamps,  letter  of  PoatiD aster-General  relative  to  bids  for. 

Postal  service,  annual  report  of  proposals  accepted 

special  

on  additional  allowancea  made  to 

contractors 

estimates  of  the  appropriations  for  year  ending 

June  30,  1B86 

eatimates  to  sappl;  deBoiencies  in  appropriations 

for 

letter  from  Postmaster- General  relative  to  mail 

contracts 

letter  of  PoHtiaaster. General  relative  to  annul- 
ment of  contracts  for  official  envelopes 

Postmaster-General,  annual  report.  In  1  volume,  embracing  re- 

Tha  Postraaator-GonBral 

Auditor  of  the  Treasury  for  the  Post-Office  Department . . . 
Letteia  from,  relative  to — 

Appropriations,  estimate  for  deflciencv 

Claims  of  postmasiers,  list  of  claims  allowed  and  diaallowed 

from  December  1,  18>$1,  to  December  1,  1884 

Mail  service,  annual  report  on  contracts  made  for 

annual  report  on  additional  allowances  to, 

contractors 

annual  report  of  special ; 

Official  envelopes  relative  to  annulment  of  contracts  for.. 
Penalty  envelopes,  transmitting  estimates  for  purchase  of.. 
Post-Offioe  Department,  annual  report  on  expenditure  of 

contingent  fund , 

Postage  stampa,  relative  to  bids  for 

Postmasters,  list  of  claims  for  loss  by  burglary,  fire,  or  other 
causes  allowed  and  disallowed  from  December  1,  1883,  to  De- 
cember 1,  18o4 

Post-Offlce  Department,  annual  report  on  expenditure  of  con- 
tingent mud 

addi  1 1011  al  estimates  of  appropri  atiou  for 

money  order  division 

estimate  for  offloe  of  Auditor  of 

letter  from  PoBtma*t«r-General  relative 

to  purchase  of  free  psnalty  envelope*.. 

letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative 

to  paying  ante-bellum  warrants . 

Ponghkeepsie,  t>.  Y.,  letter  from  S^retary  of  Treaaury  relative 

to  coinpletinK  public  building  at 

Powow  River,  Maaaachusetts,  report  of  engineers  on  sorvsy  of.  .- 
PracioDB  metals,  annual  report  on  production  of 
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FiMidnit  ot  tb»  United  SUtM,  commouieatioiu  from— 

Aanuftl  Miiwgc  knd  aMompanying  docamenta,  second 

■awion.  Forty-eighth  CongrcM 

A1«rt  (MAainer},  recommending  retom  to  Great  Brit&in,... 

CiTil  Service  Commisaion,  annnal  report  of  - 

California  and  Oregon  Bailroad,  relative  to  appointment  of 

eommiBsionera  to  examine 

Inspector- General's  Department,  retnming  bill  (H.  S.  1017} 

National  Board  of  Health,  transmitting  anunal  report  of. . 
New  Orleaoi  Exposition,  relative  to  additional  appropri- 


n  for. . 


Potter,  Fiti-John,  cop,v  of  appeal  of .:.. 

Union  Pacitlo  Railway  Company,  report  of  Oovemment 
directors  of 

Transmita,  by  message,  commnnications,  &o.,from — 
rMtmaiitr-Gentra  I  .- 

First  Aasietant  Poetroaster-OeQeral 

Setmnd  Assistant  Poetmoster.General 

Snperinlendent  of  foreign  mails .. 

of  the  money-order  system .. 

of  Bailway  Mail  Service 

Third  Asustant  Poelmasrer- General 

Topographer  of  (he  Post-Office  Department 

StcrtUtrf  9)  Kaxii  : 

Acting  rear  admirals,  relative  to  appointment  of 

Sttrelariftf  Stale; 

Bneooe  Ayree,  relative  to  consnl  at 

Collisions  St  sea,  report  in  regard  to  preventing 

Congo  Conference,  relative  to 


Conaalar  service,  report  on I 

Cores,  relative  to  detailing  Army  officers  for  military  in-  1 

stmctors  in 

French  and  American  Claims  Commii^on,  report  relative  to. ; 
International  Meridian  Conference,  transmitting  proceed-  I 

Japan,  relative  to  donation  of  gronnd  for  United  States  . 

legation  in. ^ I 

Monahan,  T.  J.,  report  on  arrest  in  Uexico  of ' 

Santos,  JdUo  R.,  report  relative  to  arrest  in  Ecuador  of. .. 

Sonth  American  Commisaionurs,  annual  report  of 

Private  die-stamps,  letter  of  Seoretary  of  Treasury  relative  to 

rommissious  withheld  from  parchasers  of 

Private  land  claims.  New  Uexico : 

Seport  of  Secretary  ofluterioron  claim  of  Antonip  de  Sal- 

asar.  No.  132 

Report  of  Secretary  of  Interior  on  claim  of  Sebastian  de 

Vargas,  No.  1ST 

Be  port  of  Secretary  of  Jnterior  on  CaSada  de  Cochite  grant. 

No.  135 

PobUe  buildings,  tetter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to 
pnrchaseof  siteand  erection  of,  at  Harrison- 
letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to 
completiog  post-offlce  building   at  Poagh- 

keefiBie,  N.  Y. .-.. 

letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  addi- 
tional appropriations  for 

letter  of  Seen'tary  of  Treasury  relative  to  sal-  ' 

ary  uf  inxpecior I 

letter  of  Secretory  of  Treasury  relative  to  ap-  I 

proprialion  for  repairs  of 

Psblieboildings  and  gionDd8,Wa6biuKt«n,D.C.,  report  of  offl- 
eerincbargeof  new  State,  War,  and  Navy  building  (voLl) >1 
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Pablic  docnawats,  umual  report  of  Secretarj  of  Interior  on  dis- 
trjbntionof 

Pablic  iMids,  list  of  HiupeD<led  entricH  oflaDda  actetl  upon  by  tbe 

Board  of  Equitable  Adjndication 

PayallDp  River,  reportof  eDf;iii<?enou  earvey  uf 

Q- 

QQBrtermaateT-G«ner»l,  onnoal  ivport  of  (vol.1) 

Qoincf  Bay,  lllinoia,  report  of  eDgioeure  on  survej'  of  Wliipple 
Creok  in 


Kailroads.     {Ste  also  nnderliead  of  rMpective  corporatious. ) 

onnnal  report  of  Com  mi  B8i  oner  of  (vol.  I) 

Railway  Mall  Service,  annual  report  of  the  Soperintendeat  of  the. 
Robellion  Records.     (Sea  alio  RecordHOf  t be  Rebellion}  (vol.  1).. 

Receipt«and  eipendltared,  annaal  rpport  for  1B80 

R«coT<lsof  tbeltebollion,  reiKirtof  offlcerin  cbarce  of  pnblication 

(vol.1) 

report  of  Secretary  of  War  on  diitribn- 

Bed  Biver,  report  of  engineeis  on  itirvey  of 

Register  of  Treaaury,  annual  report  of.. 

Rice,  8.  F.,  letter  of  Secrelary  of  Treanury  relative  to  paying 
claim  of 

Right  of  nay,  letter  Htitii  Secretary  of  Interiorrelatlva  tograot- 
ing  aame  to  Jameetowu  and  Northern  Bailroud  through  Devil's 
Lake  laUian  Beeervatiou 

Rivers  and  harbors.    {Set  alio  under  head  of  respective  uamee  of 

report  of   Secretary  of  War  on   improve- 
ment* of 

letter  of  Secretary  of  War  relative  to  mia- 

use  of  piers  and  breakwaters 

Rook  Island  Arsenal,  letter  of  Secretary  of  War  relative  to  ap- 
propriations for  water-power  pool  at 


a  addi- 


Bnint  Joseph,  Mo.,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  < 

tional  appropriation  for  pablic  bnildiog  at 

Saiut  Joseph's  River,  Idaho,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of... 
Saint  Louis  River  and  Bay,  Wisconaiu,  report  of  engineers  ov 

survey  of  

Salmon  Hiver,  New  York,  report  of  eugtuoers  on  survey  of 

Sandy  Bay,  Maseachu setts,  letter  of  Secrntary  of  War  relative  t« 

constructiug  harbor  of  lefnge  at 

Santos,  Jolio  R.,  letter  from  Secretary  of  State  relative  to  arrest 

in  Ecuador  of 


Saranao  River,  reports  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Sault  Salute  Mary  Cauat,  letter  from  Secretary  of  War  with  re- 
port of  Buginecrs  on  lockage  at 

Scojacuada  Creek,  New  York,  report  uf  engineers  on  survey  of. . 

Sobotield,  MaJ.  Gen.  J.  M.,  nunnal  report  of  (vol.  I) 

Scioto  River,  Ohio,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Second  Aseistaut  Postmaster- General,  aunoat  report  of 

Second  Auditor  of  Treasury  Department,  annual  report  of. 

letter  asking  addition- 
al aoGOmmodatloiu 
for  ofSce 

Second  Comptroller  of  Tieaaniy  Deportment,  annual  report  of.. 


Vol.     No.    Fact. 
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Sul^Mt. 


•"IS? 


4n^  ?    ""  Interior : 
J.  "•(  rapoit  of,  ia  4  volanieo,  emliracing  reports  from — 

(."'SBcpBtaij  (vol.  I) 

Q^aiiaaioQcTot  thn  General  Lsnd  Office  (toL  1)  .. 


of  Kdnoatiou  (vol.  ., 

^tiaiiasioiierof  ladiac  Affairs  (vol.  2) 

(•T^atiiviiowT  of  PonsionB  (vol.  1.) 

j^miamioaeT  oT  Railroads  (vol.  1) 

Z#(u*"**""    °^  Geological  Sorvey  (vol.  3) 

g****  from,  Tejative  to— 

Car""  **'"  Catholic  Miiisions,  nBkinK  appropriatioiiB  for 

'"fornix  ^dOreKODBailToad,Teliitiv«to  appointuenlof 

oaaunissioDers  t»  ezamioe 

^Jt^BWent.  fnnd,statt>mentoftbeoxp<indilDraof  thefnods 
^  tarn  se-veral  buri'aiie  of  Ihe  Interior  I>eputinent  for 
,_^««*'  ending  June,  m84 


jrear  ending  June 

Indiui  dex>redBtion 

Abatziboc    showing  the  nator^  character,  and  amoiiot  re- 

JX>rt«»cl    Bince  February  iiO,  18S4 

AbMv'ao  t    of  olaiiDB  aince  December  10,  lSd4,  to  Jannary 

l3.   18S£^ 

gapplementAl  Nport  No.  3,  on 

No.  3,  on 

iQ^iiA  aolac^ola,  relative  to  diabarBemcnt  of  l^nda  for  sup- 

fOf*'  ***■ 

iflol***  •?*  V  ice,  etatemeot  of  open  market  espeodilorea  for, 

*^ftO™  ^«l>in«jTl,  IHM,  to  Jone30,  lfy4 

j(iP^™^»"«a  and  Northern  Bailroad,  in  regard  to  granting 
figni  of  ^ray  tbrongb  Devil's  Lake  Indian  Reaervation 
V>: 


j«i>5'"»  attorney,  relative  to  fees  of 

pri'*^  >»nd  claims,  report  relotive  to  claim  of 


■,  No. 


Antonio  de 


0  D  c  la  i  m  of  Sebusti  an  d  e  Vargaa, 

No.  137 

on   Cafiada  de  Cochite  grant 

No.  135,  NewMeiico  

report  on  distribnti  on  of 

' "  ■ "■ " "  of  lauds  acted  npoo 


£"''!*"='  ^ocnmentB,  uuuuai  ici>u 
P""!'^  lands,  list  of  snapeoded 

7att  T     ^'^  "^  *'^J°'''''"*'°" 

tlotj  **^'"'  Keeervatioii,  relating  to  alleged  claims  to  por- 

B<»«|»^°*'tl»«NavyJ 

^Tbe  E^'*^'^  ('"  ^  volames), embracing  reports  from — 
iit.ni^?*''^tary  (vol.  1) 

ilrtlS"  •'"•»"?  ("ID 

|i__i^'*'y  Board  and  its  proceedings  (vol.  1) 

Bure^t,  ofConstroctionandKepalrCvoi.  1) 

Eqnipmeut  and   Recrtilting  (vol.  1) 

HediciDeaDdSnrEcryCvol.  ^) 

Navigation  (vol.  1) 

Ordnance  (vol.  1) 

Provisions  and  Clothing  (vol.  1) 

Steam  EogineerlDg  (vol.  1) 

^,41-^  Yardaand  Docks  (vol.  1) 

vS****  of  the  Secretary's  office,  nod  pay  of  the  Navy 


J:;*^«'  C'orps  (vol.  1)     

fi__^K  rear  admirals,  on  power  to  appoint 

_^^*>eeii,  relative  tocatabllahingstatioDsfor  determining 


'-*V**»l  America,  relative  t 
*  *»nft«oan  citizens  in ... . 


'  assistaDce  rendered  destitnte  I 


Google 


INDEX  TO  EXECUTIVE  DOCUMENTS 


Sa^wt. 

Vol. 

Ho. 

P«n. 

Letters  ftom.  relative  to- 
Contingent  fond,   Btatement  of  the  eipenditniea  of,  for 

27 

21 
88 
21 

27 
27 
27 

!8 

96 

11 

21 
21 

'^! 

28 

is 

16 
16 

5  le 
(  ^ 

I     16 
(     17 

27 
27 
2H 
39 

W 

21 

21 

21 

21 

118 

24 
220 
63 

lie 

90 

leo 

160 

323 

I 
M 
M 
54 

19 
156 
247 

65 

33 
144 
23S 
248 

14 
177 

187 
151 
161 
257 
262 

226 

2 

S 
3 

4 
2 
3 

122 
171 
189 
1232 

fi 

SS 

45 

48 

SO 

Navy  Department,  aamiBl  report  on  civil  emplof^s  of. 

trHlismitting  HDuaal  report  on  elpendi- 

Strang,  Frederick  S.,  on  death  at  Naval  Academy  of 

correcting  clerical  error  in  report  relative  to 

Te«eelB,  relative  to  appropriation  for  machinery  for  new 

SWMUry  of  State: 

J 

Labor  in  Eorope,  tranimittiDg  coD«alar  reports  on 

4 
i 

FrenchandAmericHiClMmBCommiMioD,  report  relative  to. 

Japan,  relative  to  donation  of  gronnd  forUnited States le- 

Becretary  of  the  Treaenry— 

Annual  report  on  the  finances,  embracing  reporis  of— 

Annual  report  on  the  state  of  the  GnaaceH  for  the  year  end- 

Letters  ftom,  relative  to— 

Appropriations,  estimates  required  for  year  ending  June, 

snpplemental    estimate  for    printing  na- 
tional-bank notes  

estimate  of  deficiencies  for  support  of  cer- 

estimate  for  extra  policemen  for  District 

j,Googlc 


INDEX  TO  EXECUTIVE  DOCDMENTS. 


.  of  tin  TreasnTf — CoDtJoned. 
Xiottsn  from.nUtive  to — 

ApprvpiUtiaiia,  Mtimate  for  deSciBooj;  for  State  Depart- 

ment  print!  Dg  aDd  bindioK ••• 

eatimate    for   completing  UghthoiuB  at 

moath  of  Detroit  River 

eatimate  for  school  at  Flathead  AEeoey -■  ■ 
Mtimate  for  gnn  factor;  for  Nary  Depart- 

additlonal  eatlmatea  fbi  War  Deputmeot- 
Mtimatea  for  bnildlnga  oa  Coaater'a  Har- 
bor laland  

eatimatea  for  maintafnlDg  pablio  order  in 

District  of  Coloiabia 

Mtimatea  to  pa7  oontraetora  for  use  of 

yardaby  iroo-cladi 

eatimate  for  pnrchaae  of  additional  land 

at  Fort  Hoaroe 

Mtlmata  of  removal  of  Nea  Percd  Indiana. 
Mtimate  for  expenaea  of  naval  resaela  at 

Hew  Orleana  ExpositiOD 

•atjmate  for  office  of  Auditor  of  Poat-Offlee 

Department 

eatimate  for  expenaes  of   American  and 

Haytien  Claims  Cum  mission 

Mtimate  for  Contingent  expenses  of  Nayal 

Observatory 

MtimattH  forbDitdingqnsrteraatMilitary 

Academy 

Mtimate  to  purcbaoe  history  of  State  De- 

Mtimate  for  extra  work  in  division  of  nar- 

MtimiAM  of  defioienciea  for  current  year. 

•atlmate  to  pay  claim  of  Hessageries  Mar- 
itime Ship  Company 

Mtimates  to  pay  certain  ioternal-revenne 
collectors 

eatimate  to  parchase  improvements  on 
Mescalero  Indian  Bcsrrvation 

Mtimates  for  bnitdings  at  Norfolk  navy- 

ettimatfis  for  Indian  acbool  at  Formt 
Grove,  Dreg 

Mtimate  for  expenses  of  sellingOmaba  In- 
dian lands 

Mtimate  to  pay  damages  for  collision  of 
Steamer  Tallapoosa 

Mtimate  of  ex  peases  for  ascertaining 
French  spoliation  claims 

eetimate  for  Abeacom  and  Cape  Hay  light 
st«tions 

additional  eatimatea  for  money-order  di- 
vision of  Post-OS3ce  Department 

estimates  for  legation  premises  nt  Beool, 
Corea.and  Bankok 

aatimatea  for  improving  sanitary  condition 
of  Watervliet  Arsenal 

eatlmatea  for  Hampton  Institnte,  Virginia. 

eatlmatea  for  completing  hospital  at  Hot 
Springs,  Ark , 

Mtimatea  for  Bnrean  of  Labor  Statistics  .. 

Mtimates  for  improvements  at  Hot  Springs, 
Ark 

snpplemental  eatimatea  of.. .. 

H.  Ex.  Doc. II 


No.      Vol.    Part. 


Google 


INDEX  TO  EXECUTIVE  DOCUUENTS. 


fieoretaiT  of  the  Treosaiy — Continned, 
Letters  Etooi,  relative  to— 
AjipioptiatioDB,  eetiiu^teB  for  remorltig  Ewteni  Band  of 

Cberokee  iDdiana 

Mtiii)&t«a  for  f[aB-pipeB  for  new  P«nuoii 

bailding 

CBtiuAtM  to  pay  claim  of  J.  R.  Carter.. 
MtiinatA  to  pay  Jnterpieter  to  legation  ii 

CBtimatoi  for  Heir  Orleans  E^cpoMtioD. .. 

estiniatea  for  government  of  Alaska 

esUmfttea  for  oompletlon  of  Peiuioii  OSoe 

bnilding   

Mtimales  for  unpaid  Jndginente  of  Court 

of  Clalma 

Mtimates  for  movable  torpedoee  ...... 

estimate  to  reimburse  J.  T.  Malo 

OBtiDiate  for   aanitary   iniprovemeato   at 

Watertown  Areeoal 

Aalinelot  (V.  8.  SOi  "latlve  to  pajing  damages  for  coUialou 

with  

Boelou.  Hasa.,  relative  to  aa  additional  appropriation  for 

public  buildiDR  at 

BneuosAyrea,  relative  to  the  conanlat 

Captain  3c  Co.,  relative  to  claim  of .   . 

Charlestuu ,  W.  Ta.,  relative  to  Increaaed  appropriation  for 

pubUo  building 

Chinese  immigration,  on  regal atlona  for  reatrictJDg 

Clalnia,Bchi3dule  iihowing  list  allowed  by  acoouoting  ofQoers 

of  the  Treaaury - 

list  of,ariBiDg  uuder  act  of  July  4,  1864 

schedule  showing  liat  auder  exhausted  appropria- 

Cleveland,  Ohio,  relarive  to  additional  appropriations  for 

public  building  at . .. 

Coast  Survey,  anoual  report  for  1884 

Coast  and  Goodetio  Survey,  statement  shoving  expendi- 

tiireemade  on  occnunt  of. 

Columbun,  Ohio,  relative  to  pa blio  building  at. . . 

Council  DIuITb,  Iowa,  relative  to  public  building  at .*... 

Court  of  Cluima,  relative  to  approprifltlun  for  printing  for.. 
Customs  officers,  transmitling  auuual  report  on  emoluments 

Cuatoms  revenne,  in  relation  to  coet  of  collecting . 

Dea  Moines,  lona,  relative  to  poblicbuild-iigs  at 

Distilled  spirits,  relative  to  removal  and  enuy  from  wore- 

Distrivt  of  Columbia,  relative  to  additional  eatimatea  for 
charitable  institutions  in ... 

Dnbliqne,  Iowa,  relative  to  public  building  at 

Duties,  annual  r<'pi>rt  of  refund 

Elections,  statement  of  eipenditnn^a  for  deputy  marshals 
and  auperviaora of 

Elliott,  George  P.,  relative  to  relief  of  snretiea  of 

Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  relative  to  limit  of  cost  of  public  bnild- 

Gvorgia  Shoals,  Massochnsetts,  relative  to  exatuination  of. 
Graut  &.  Co.,  relative  to  paying  interest  on  Jadgment  in 

favor  of 

Government  Printing  OfBce,  in  relation  to  appropriation 

for  the  removal  and  storage  of  material  at.. 

Barriaonbnrg,  To.,  relative  to  erection  of  publio  bnilding 

at 

appropriation    for    poblio 
bonding  at 


C.IKH^IC 


IKDEX  TO  EXECUTIVE  DOOUMBNTB. 


*°*^ 


. -/■  ot  the  Tr*««nry — Coatlniied. 

y^ttora  from,  retative  to^ 

^4ia,ji  £areaii,  aappletnentar;  cHllmatM  of  appropriations 

.  Aom   Interior  Department  for  Iba 

*l<Ji^ii  echooU,  relative  to  purnbasiuK  property  for.. 

^ei-Mon  City,  Mo.,  relative  to  additioual  appropriation 

for  xvublic  building  at 

City,  Mo.,  rulatiTs  to  an  additional  appropriation 


*.., 


transmitting  claims  (or  loeees  bj  bnrning  of. 
I^>i>i^"^^rfi.Jle,  Ky.,  relative  to  additional  appropriatiou  for 

pnl:>l««:-  bnilding  at 

l(im>^^K.^polis,  Hi nn,,  relative  to  public  building  at 

HisBoai  xi-i,  Kansas  and  PaciBc  Railroad,  relative  to  claim  of. 
Narr^^^^Kuset   Bay,  Ehode  Island,  r^tive  to  additional 

lig***.^  in. 

H«Ty-   XI>«jpartaieut,eiti[uat«  of  appropriatioD  for  additional 

pD«tr-Oksgc«wfu^.aQtg^[elBtive  to  paying  aote-belloni 

~      Mpgis,  N.  Y.,  relative  to  compietiQg  pablio  baild- 


inS   a.«:  . 


_  appropriation  for  repairs  on . . 

BMS>^^3^^*ndexpenditnre8,  transmitting  report  for  lHt)3  of. 

W«*»    S_    F.,  Klatlvotoclnimof , 

°*'^^   _>S'*Meub,  Mo.,  relative  to  increased  appropriation  for 

J»*»«i«5buii;iiligat 

°°^J*^    .Auditor,  relative  to  additional  accommodations  for 

Otllc^i    — r 

Klver- 


i^iative  fa 


fJTF  Jiallars,  relative , 

|[~**'-   agents,  relative  to  list  and  duties  of... 
S_^'*  ""v-emels^  relative  to  law  regnlating  feed  pipe*.. 


increasing  cost  of  public  build- 


Anoti^l  ) 


i!^**»«.  N.Y.,  relative  t< 
_|^  «.«. , 

Y*^***^  Department,   report  of  the  contingent  expenses 

wn^  y««reiidinK  JnneSO,  tSM,  of  the 

^"^"»*«-,  J.  M.,  report  on  claim  of 

..J  c^?^ltf  Territory,  relative  to  printing  revised  laws  of. . 

*^poTt  of  the.  In  4  volumes,  embracing  reports  of — 

AAi.f"^^**^  (vol.1) 

.*ni-i5^«»t-OBnBr*l  (vol.1) 

B»tS^*'»  Brig.  Gen.  e.C.(voLl) 

cEJ^J  Of  Engineers  (vol.  3.  port  3 

Chi«  ^'Engineers  (vol.  2,  part 3) 

C^J**^  ot  Ordnance  (vol.  3) 

f?^*^iB8ary   Oeneral    of   Subsistence,  annnal  report  of 


E^JP*,  Brig.  Gen.  George  (vol.  1) 

Ciii,,p*tion  lu  Army,  report  by  iifflcer  in  charge  of 
^^*»*»n.  Col.  John  (vol.  1) 


?*«>ctM.k,  M^.Qen.W.S.  (vol.1).. 

j^3''>ot<ir-Gener»l  (vol.  1) 

■*?^»-Advocate  General  (vol.  1).. 

S^tt,  Col.  W.  (vol.  1) 

■**«|^  Brig.  Gen.  H.  A.  (vol.  1).  „. 


(vol.  1). 


Vol     Ko.     Part. 


..Google 


INDEX  TO  EXECUTIVE  DOCUUBHTS. 


,  of  W»r — Coutianed. 
JUmaal  report  of  the,  in  4  volamei,  etnbroolDg  reports  of— 

UUitsrf  Academy,  report  of  Bof^  of  Viutora  to  (vol  1).. 
tmnaiuittiiig  petitiou  of  odeia  fi'oiu... 

Mil itarj' prison  reports  (vol.  1}. 

Militia  Heporta  (vol.  1) 

OtU,  Col.  f;.  (vol.  I) 

Paymastec-Oeneral,  oDnnftl  report  (vol.  1) 

Pope,  M^.  Qen.  John  (vol.  1) 

QnartennaBter-General  (vol.  I) 

Records  of  the  BebellioD,  report  of  officer  in  obaige  of  pnb- 
lio>tioiuor(vol.  1) 

Sohofield,  MqJ.  Oeu.  J.  M.  (vol.  1) 

fiherldan.  Lieu  tenant -General  (voL  I)... 

fiiKoal  Office,  report  relative  to  (vol.  4) 

Sokliera'  Home,  Wasbingtoii,  D.  C,  annual  report  of  com- 
mJadouerBof  (vol.  1} 

Stanlev,  Brig.  Gen.  D.  H.  (vol.  1) 

State,  War,  and  Navf  Department  bai Id) Dg,  report  of  offi- 
cer in  charge  of  (vol  I) 

Surgeon-General,  annnai  report  of  (vol.  1) .......... 

Terry,  Brig.  (Son.  A.  H.  (vol.  1) 

Tidball,  LiBut.  Col.  J.  C.  (vol.  1) 

Iietteia  from,  relative  to — 

Agate  Bay,  Minnesota,  transmitting  report  on  snrve;  of... 

Army,  annual  report  on  contingent  cxpenditnres  for. 

Aasiatont  surgeons,  transmitting  petitions  relative  to  issiiiug 
commiuion  to 

Ban«n  River,  Kentucky,  transmitting  report  on  enrvey  of- 

Bayou  Bartholomew,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of 

BfBuf  River,  Louisiana, transmitting  report  on  survey  of.. 

Bogoe  Sound,  North  Carolina,  trausmittitjg  report  on  sur- 
vey-of 

Bnrlmgton  Bay,  Minnesota,  transmitting  report  of  snr- 

Colnmet,  DL,  relative  to  changes  in  shore  line  at...... .... 

Cashie  River,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of 

Cfainooteague  Bay,  transmitting  report  on  snrvey  from 

Delaware  Bay  to , 

Cleveland,  Ohio,  transmitting  report  of  engiueera  on  har- 

Clinton  River,  Michigan,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of. 
Congaree  River,  transmitting  report  of  engineers  on  sur- 

Ccenr  D'Alene  Lalce  and  River,  transmitting  report  on 
snrvey  of. , ,...,,. 

Cypreas  Bayou,  transmitting  report  of  engineers  on 

Iluns,  transmitting  report  m  engineers  on  system  of  mov- 
able   

Darieu  Harbor,  Georgia,  transmuting  r«port  on  survey  of.. 

David's  Island,  New  York,  with  estiinates  for  seawall 
wund 

Deer  Creek,  Hissiaeippl,  trausmittingreport  of  engineers  on 
snrvey  of 

Disburdng  officers,  relative  to  Inspection  of  money  ao- 

Da  Pont,  8.  F.,  relative  to  unveiling  slatne  of .. . 

Falls  of  Saint  Anthony,  relative  to  condition  of 

Fort  Point,  Boston  Harbor,  transmitting  report  of  survey 
of  channel  at 

Gedney's  Channel,  relative  ta  deepening 

01ouc«Bter,  Mass.,  transmitting  report  of  survey  on  harbor 

Green  River,  Kontnoky,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of. . 
Hell  Gate,  New  York,  relative  to  application  of  appropria- 
tion for  improvement  of......,.., ... 


v.Goo'^Ic 


INDEX  TO  EXECUTIVE  D0CUMEMT8. 


Subject 

j^^t  ot  WM^-Conttnoed. 
^Z**rs  fiv»],i«latlveto— 
*^bata>.    Hmrbor,   llaMMbiueUa,  trannnittiDg  report  on 

-^•aa-veyof 

^Ontixisbiii,  N.  Y.,  truiamittiiig  report  on  sotrey  of  Iiarbor 

« 

-^yaiiij  5^  Hmi.,  tr&iuuDittiiiK  report  of  engineers  on  Borvey 

«f  Iia.srbor&t 

la^a-trwy,  tiBnamitting  petition  of  offlcen  fbr  norganlEa- 

tjon  o* 

Intonx^'fcloiial  Oeographleal  Congren,  truiBtnitting  report 

ot,    Sk^Xd  lit  Venioe 

Lao  t^    !^Xelle  Harbor,  trauHinlttiDg  report  on  saryey  of 

Iikko   C32iunplA]n,  New  York,  tranitnttting  report  of  snrvey 

«t  Fovar  (HiMinela  of 

Iaw V  v>M^  «Mbnig,  Ind.,  trtumnittlng  report  of  surrey  of  hw- 

bo«-  w».ti  

Jjewi^   Xd^Tcr,  transmitting  report  on  aarvey  of 

I,odin^(ft«in,  Hiah.,  tranamittlng  report  on  BorTey  of  bar- 

bof   >■.«:   

Uilitl^B..    abstract  of  force  of 

lliBsi  asi  ppi  River,  transmitttDg  report  of  anrrey  of;  near 

Oa^'t^Eiberg,  Iowa 

)lisBi^u»i.ppi  EiTcr  CommiuioTi,  tranamitting  annual  report 

of 

Hobil^,    Ala.,  transmitting  report  of  Barrey  of  lirer  and 

llapA   ^ti'^'er,  tr«jiBniittin|[  report  on  sarrey  of 

Matal^^nj  aiver,  tranamittlng  report  on  Bnrvey  of 

fttT  iJ*^"'  Harbor,  tran«initting  report  on  improvements  of. 
Ohio  Iti-^dr,  transmitting  report  of  engineers  on  anrvey  of, 

■"■*■  X.>ickiDg  BivBT 

"'"l*"***^«nk  River,  Nortb  Carolina,  transniitting  report  on 

.nr-^«y  rf ' ■ -■"-  ■- 

**»<s™.tack  HlTM,  Bhode  Wand,  tranamittlng  report  of 

_^"^«3r  of 

*™"**=**1.»,  Fla.,  transmitting  report  on  sarvey  of  harbor 

^coiuc^,  Hiver,  tmnsmtUiuK  report  on  surrey  of" ". 

J™?f    ^B«rrow  Eipedition,  nUtive  to 

bor'*****^*'''  ^'  ^■'  *»"•'"'»*'"«  wport  on  Burvey  of  har- 
^^  ^*'   ^^Uver,  UaasaclioaettB,  tranamitting  report  on  sni- 

On?Q**  **"*''  t"""™'"i>'8  "^P"^  of  Bur»ey  of 

"^iri*^y      Bav,   ItlinoiB,  trausmitttng  report  on  survey  of 

HJ?^^J>le  Creek,  in 

S~^  S?*    "'  ^'"'  Kebeliion,  relative  to  the  distribntion  of... 

EJ|j^~'^"«r,  tranamittiog  report  on  snrvey  of 

*"*a   ^nd  harbors,  transmitting  report  on  ■■.. 

^_.|_   — .  transmitting  report  on  snrvey  of. 

^^^.._^^land  Aiaena],  relative  to  appropriation  fur  water- 

aX^t   ^"^  pool  at 

^^      **  *k«eph  Hirer,  Idaho,  transmitting  report  on  anrvey 

^^   ^-"^inU  iver  and  Bay,  Wisconsin,  transmitting  report 

a-„^05  Kiver,  New  York,  transmitting  r«port  on  snrvey  of. 
"Tf   _^^y.  Maaaachnaetta,  relative  to  couBtructing  harbor 

fl^,^'«„»t 

fiAi3^  »^  Itiver,  transmitting  report  on  enrvoy  of 

"^j^  j^»int  Mary  Caaal,  transmitting  report  of  engineen 

fi«^J^x»ada  Creak,  New  Vork,  tranamitting  loport  on  snr-' 


Vol.     No.     Pwt. 


;,  Google 


INDEX  TO  EXECUTIVE  DOCCMEHT8. 


SecietMy  of  War— Con  tin  aed. 
Jjslteni  from,  lelative  to^ 
Scioto  River,  OLio,  traimuiittiiig  report  of  eoKlneeTS  ou 

8k iptOD  Creek,  Maryland,  tranemitting  report  on  aurvey  of. 

Spriogfled  AnnoT7,  relative  to  eetioiatesof  appiopriatio 

for 

Buy  Island  Levee,  traiiBinitting  report  on  gnrve;  of 

Union  Metallic  Cartridge  Company,  relative  t«  claim  of 
Venice,  Italy,  transmitring  report  on  tbe  Third  lulcmv 

tional  CongreM  beld  at 

War  Department,  anuuAl  report  ou  oontingent  ezpendi- 

tnrea  of  tbe . 

Wartea  Kiver,  Bhode  laland,  tranemltting  report  on  aac- 

White   Ball,  N,  Y.,  tranamittiug  report  od  atmrey  of  bar- 

Willapab  River,  IranBDiitting  report  on  snrvey  of. 

Wood  Island  Harbor,  Maine,  tranHmlttlng  report  on  su 

York  Harbor,  Maine.  traiiMiiltting  report  on  survey  of. .. 

Bheridan,  Lieut.  Qen.  P,H.,aDnDaI  report  of  (vol.1) 

Signal  Offloe : 

Report  of  Secretary  of  War  relative  to  (vol.  4) 

Silver  aollars.     (See  Coins  and  Coinage.) 

Biltb  AnditoT  of  Treasury  Department,  annnal  report  of. 

fikipton  Creek,  report  of  eugiueers  on  survey  of 

Sny  Island,  MlaBisaippl  River,  repoi-t  of  engineers  on  survey  i 
levee  at 

Boldiers'  Home,  Dietriet  of  Columbia,  anoual  report  of  commis- 
sionen  of  fvol.  1) 

SoutU  Amerioau  Commfaalouen,  annnal  report 

Special  asoats.    {See  Treaenry  Department.) 

SprlDgfield  Armory,  Uaesacbnsetts,  letter  of  Becietftry  of  War 
relative  to  estiniate  of  appropriations  for. ...... 

Btanley,  Brig.  Gen.  D.  8.,  annnal  report  of  (voLl) 

Btate,  Secretary  of.     {See  Secretary  of  State,) 

State  Department.     {See  Department  of  State.) 

Btsam-vesaels,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treaan^  relative  to   laiv 
regulating  feed-pipes 

StraDQ,  Frederick  8.,  report  of  Beoretary  of  Navy,  relative  to 
deau  at  Naval  Academy  of,... 

SabsistsDce,  annnal  report  of  Commisaary-OeDeral  of  (vol.  1) 

Saperintendent  of  Foreign  Haila,  anniial  report  of 

Bnpervieors.    (5m  Elections.) 

Sorgeon-Oeneral,  annnal  teport  of  (vol.  1) 

Syracuse,  N.  Y.,  letter  of  Beoretary  of  Treasury,  relative  to  in- 
creasing cost  of  public  buildtug  at . ...,., 


Tallapoosa  (U.  S.  8.),  report  of  Secretary  of  Kavy  relative  to 

sinking  of 

correcting  clerical  error  In  report  relative 

to  sinking  of. 

tatimate  to  pay  damage*  for  oollisioa  by.. 

Terry,  Brig.  Gen.  A.  H.,  annual  reprat  of  (vol.  1) 

Thim  Assistant  Postmaster'General,  annual  report  of. 

Tbird  Auditor  of  Troaaur;  Department,  annual  report  of 

TIdball,  Lieut.  Col.  J.  C,  aunual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

Topographer  of  the  Post-Office  Departmeul,  annnal  report  of 

Torpedoea,  eatimate  of  increased  appropriation  for  movable.. 

Treaaurer  of  United  States,  annual  report  of 

annual  report  of  acoonnts  settled  by 

First  ComplroUer 

Treasury,  anaoal  report  of  Register  of  United  State* 
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lteMiU7  Departnwiit,  umnsln^rt  of  first  CotnptroUer  of 

Second  Comptioller  of ..  - 

FiTst  Anditor  of 

Second  Auditor  of.. ...... 

Third  Aoditoi  of 

FoDrth  Auditor  of 

Fi  nil  Auditor  of 

Sixth  Aaditor  of 

wtlmfttea  to  pay  for  extra  work  in  the  dl- 

TisioDof  HArraotsof  the 

report  of  Secret*ry  of  Tvefwury  onthecon- 
tiUKeiil  eipentee  for  ye»r  ending  Jons 

30,  18S4,  o/the 

i«port  of  Idecretar7  of  Treaitar;  on  apmUI 

V. 

VnUm  ICetallio  Cartridge  Company,  report  of  SeontAr;  of  War 
on clrim of -.... 

Utiioti  Paoiflo  Hallway  Company,  annaal  report  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  direot«raof --.. 

United  BUtei  conrta.    (5h  Court*  of  the  United  StetM.) 


Tenloe,  Italy,  report  on  the  Third  InternatloDal  Geographical 

CoDcreta  held  at 

Teaaeu.     (Stialto  Commerce  and  NsTigstion.) 

UnaaaKc  of  Prcaident  recommending  leglalAtion  for  pie- 

Tenting  collialona  at  ses 

Tienn*,  report  rdative  to  Oeogrsphlcal  Congreae  held  at 

W. 

War  Department,  additional  eatimatea  for  appropriations 

Annaal  report  on  contingent  ezpenditurea 

Keport  of  inBpection  of  money  occounta  of  diatiaiaiug  oS- 

War,  Secretary  of.    {Sa  Secretary  of  War. ) 

Warren  RItct,  Rhode  Island,  report  of  engineeraon  anrrey  of... 

Watertown  Araenal,  eatimate  for  sanitary  naproTunents  at 

Wat^rrtiet  Areenol,  estimate  for  improving  sanitary  condition  of. 
West  Point,  N,  Y,     (Sa  Military  Academy, ) 

Whitehall,  N.  Y.,  report  of  engmeera  en  enrvey  of  harbor  at 

Willapah  Biver,  report  of  eogineerB  on  snrrey  of 

Witlbnr,  J.  M.,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasary  relative  to  olaim 

of 

Wood  laland  Harbor,  Maine,  report  of  engineers  on  sarrey  of 

World's  Industrial  Ezpoeition,     {Sm  New  Orleans  Exposition.) 
Wyoming  Territory,  letter  from  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  relo- 

HT*  to  printing  reviaed  laws  of 

T. 

Tellowstone  Park,  eatimate  of  appropriation  for  prsteetlon  and 

impTOTement  of 

York  Harbor,  Ualne,  report  of  eogineere  on  snrrey  of 


ZnBi  Indian  Beserratlon,    (Sm  Indiana.) 
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FBBNOH  AND  AMBKIOAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION. 


MESSAGE 

FKOM  THX 


PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


TRAKSHITTIMQ 


A  report  from  th€  Secretary  of  State  eonceming  the  trantaetioiu  ^  the 
French  and  American  Olaima  Commieiion. 


BXEOUTIVK  MAKSIOK, 
Washington,  F^ruary  17, 1885. 
To  the  Roiue  of  B^reaentativet : 

In  reepoDae  to  the  reaolation  of  the  Hoose  of  BepresentatlTea  of  the 
9th  of  Jaoaary,  1885,  calling  for  certaia  oorrespondeDce  concerning  the 
transactioas  of  the  late  French  and  American  GlaimB  CommiBaion,  I 
transmit  herewith  a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  16th  iQ- 
stant  in  relation  to  the  aabject. 

CHESTER  A.  ABTHUB. 


To  the  Pbbsidbnt: 

A  resolation  of  the  Honse  of  Representatives,  dated  the  9th  day  of 
Juiaary,  1885,  in  relation  to  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commis- 
siOD,  baTing  been  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  following  reply 
thereto  is  sabmitted. 

The  resolntion  reads : 

Stilmolped  bgtka  Bomeof  ReprrtenlaHtet,  TliAt  thePreaident  be,  and  he  1b  hereby, 
Kqnwted  to  fimtiab  this  House,  if  not  laconipstlble  with  the  public  Mrrlce,  a  copr 
of  all  cormpandence  had  with  the  Qovemmet.t  of  FniDce  in  relation  to  the  FreDcfi 
and  American  Claims  CommiBsion  Binoe  the  23d  day  of  November,  1881,  the  date  of 
the  fiiirt  meeting  of  said  CommiBsion,  Dp  to  the  present  time. 

Second.  Also  a  copy  of  the  oommniilcatiou  or  oommunicstioni  made  b;  the  t'   — 


■naiaiBg  commiBBionem  to  the  Secreta^  of  State  on  the  resignation  of  Hr.  L.  de 
Qeofiroy,  July  11,  1881,  the  date  when  he  withdrew  as  conjniiSBloner  on  the  part  of 
tba  Frmieh  Kepnblio^  and  the  15th  da;  of  October  following,  in  relation  to  the  realK- 


natlDii  of  said  oommuaioner ;  and  a  copy  of  the  correspot 
mernta  njating  to  the  same  Bnbject,  and  of  the  notloeof  tl: 
^pointiDg  Mud  oommiwlonBr. 
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Third.  AlaDftBtBtementglvliig  the  Dame  uidiiDDiberoreaohAtid  avery  oI^id  whieb 
iraa  withdrBwn  by  the  agent  of  either  GoTcrntueot  after  the  aame  bad  becD  duly  Bled 
before  aaid  Commission,  uod  the  reasons  fur  snob  withdrawal,  and  a  copy  of  all  cor- 
lespondence  l>ecneen  the  two  OovertitDeDtB  Mating  therelo. 

Fonrf"-     " '-" ' ■- .— -  — 


._  Mid  CoDimiMioii  or  to  aoy  matter  or  tbing  pending  before  said  ConmiisaioD  ftviu 
the  33d  day  of  November,  IHBt,  to  tbe  present  date. 

Fifth.  And  also  a  copy  of  tbe  reports  or  other  commtini cations  pertaining  to  th* 
French  and  American  Claima  ComuiiBsioii,  or  any  matter  pending  therein  made  by 
the  Bon.  Oeoi^  S.  Bontwetl,  tbe  og^nt  and  connsel  for  the  United  States,  to  tbe 
Secretary  of  State,  trora  the  2^  day  of  November,  1881,  to  tbe  present  date.  Also  • 
oopv  of  the  (Mirreapondence  between  the  two  Governments,  relstiag  to  the  lecmll  of 
■aia  Ur,  L.  ds  Geofroy,  and  the  appointment  and  snbstitation  by  the  Gkivemnieiit  of 
France  of  Hr.  Alexia  Albert  Lafaive  aa  ooinniissiouer,  on  or  aboat  May  2i,  leS3. 

Several  handred  commtmicatioDa  are  on  file  in  this  Departmeat  merely 
asking  for  documentary  tetttimony  for  the  ase  of  tbe  CommissioD,  and 
transmitting  the  same  when  procured.  Thvse  being  purely  formal  let- 
tere,  and  baviug  no  relation  to  the  Bpeciflc  topics  mentioned  in  the  reao- 
Intiou,  it  has  not  been  deemed  necessary  to  transmit  oopiea  thereoC. 
Copies  of  all  other  correspondence  on  tbe  snbject  are  annexed  hereto, 
claasifled  as  nearly  as  practicable,  as  follows : 

First.  All  correspondence  with  tbe  Government  of  France  in  relation 
to  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission  since  the  23d  day  of 
Kovember,  1880,  the  date  of  the  first  meeting  of  said  Commission,  np 
to  the  present  time.    These  are  numbered  from  1  to  40,  inclusive. 

Second.  The  circumstances  which  attended  the  cessation  of  the  exer- 
cise of  his  ofiBcial  fanctions  by  Mr.  L.  de  Geofh>y,  commissioner  of 
France,  will  be  found  set  forth  in  the  miuntes  of  the  sessions  of  tbe 
Commission  beld  July  11, 1881,  and  October  12,  1881,  copies  of  which 
minutes  are  herewith  transmitted,  and  numbered  50  and  51,  respectively, 
^o  correspondence  took  place  between  this  Government  and  that  of 
France  concerning  tbe  resignation  of  Mr.  L.  de  Oeofroy  July  11,  1881, 
nor  in  relation  to  tlie  cessation  of  his  official  functions.  Mr.  Aldis,  tlie 
American  commissioner,  makes  an  incidental  reference  to  this  subject 
in  bis  letter  of  July  8, 1881,  hereto  annexed  and  numbered  44.  iJn  the 
lltb  July,  1881,  Baron  de  Arintw,  the  president  of  tbe  Commission,  and 
Hr.  Aldis,  the  American  commissioner,  addressed  a  joint  commauica- 
tion  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  inclosed  a  copy  of  a  Ii-tterfroiu  Mr. 
de  Geofroy.  This  communication  is  bereto  an  nexed,  numbered  4S.  Tbe 
correspondence  between  the  two  Governments  relating  to  change  of 
commissioners  will  be  found  in  the  papers  numbered  2'J  and  23. 

Third.  In  response  to  that  part  of  the  resolution  asking  for  "astate- 
ment  of  tbe  name  and  number  of  ea<ih  and  every  claim  which  was  with- 
drawn by  the  agent  of  either  Government  after  the  same  had  l>eeu  duly 
filed  before  said  Commission,  and  the  reasons  for  such  withdrawal,  aud 
a  copy  of  all  the  correspondence  between  the  two  Governmeuta  relating 
thereto,"  I  transmit  herewith  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bontwell  to  Mr.  Daria, 
dated  March  3, 1881,  and  numbered  41,  and  a  communication  from  Mr. 
Soutwell  to  Mr,  Frelingbuysen,  numbered  42,  being  his  tliiat  report  aa 
agent  and  counsel  of  tbe  United  States.  J  n  these  documents  the  general 
information  sought  will  be  found.  Tbe  correspondence  relating  to  tbe 
withdrawal  of  claims  is  also  hereto  annexed,  and  will  be  found  in  its 
chronological  order  in  tbe  diplomatic  and  general  letters  transmitted. 

Fourth.  Tbecommunicatiiiiis  between  this  Department  and  tlie  Auieri- 
can  commissioner,  Mr.  AsaO.  Aldi^,  are  transmitted  herewith,  and  num- 
bered ih>m  43  to  49. 
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Fffth.  A  response  to  the  fifth  sectpoo  of  the  reeoluUoa  will  he  foand 
Id  the  acconipauyinK  paper,  Xo.  42,  bein^  Mr,  Boutwell'a  fluol  report, 
and  in  the  conespondeuce  between  this  Department  and  Mr.  Bontirell, 
berewitU  transmitted,  and  nambered  from  UO  to  121,  inclnsive. 

£eBi>eotfully  sabmitted. 

FEED'K  T.  FRELINGHUTSEy. 

DSPABTKENT  OF  •STATE, 

Washington,  Feliruary  17, 1880. 


LIST  OF  ACCOMPANIHENTB. 

I. — DiploMolie  axTMpoiidwee. 

1.  Ifr.  Outre;  to  Mr.  Evarts,  Angost  23,  1:$80. 
1  Mr.  EvBrta  to  Mr.  Oiitrey,  Gotobrr  7,  IHW. 

3.  Mr.  Outn>7  to  Mr.  Blaioe,  Murah  24,  1B81. 

4.  Mr.  UUine  to  Mr.  Oatrey,  March  2tj,  IdHl. 

6.  Mr.  Oalrey  to  Mr,  Blkiue,  Noviimber  18,  ISSt. 

6.  Mr.  BUtoe  to  Mr.  Oatray,  Doceinber  17,  ISdt. 

7.  Mr.  Ontrey  to  Mr.  Frelinf{liDyHun,  Deoembrr  SI,  1861. 
0.  Mr.  i^relinKhnyaeD  to  Mr.  Oiitrey,  JaQnory  3,  1882. 

9.  Mr.  FrelinKhDysen  to  Mr.  Outrey,  Kebrauy  7,  Iddi, 

10.  Mi.  Ontmy  to  Mr.  b^ulingliaysen,  Febriury  9,  HW. 

11.  Mr.  l-'islinghDyien  to  Mr.  Oatrey,  KebriiKry  U,  1882. 
li.  Mr.  Ontrey  to  Mr.  PreliDjchnyaen,  t'ebmary  22,  lMd2, 
13.  Mr.  Frelinghujiwii  to  Mr.  Oiitrey,  FebmBiy  28,  lo82, 
K  Mr.  Oatrey  to  Mr.  FreliDghDyneii,  Hoy  0,  1882. 

15.  Hr.  t-relinghD;«eD  to  Mi.  Ouirey,  May  9,  1882. 

16.  Mt.  FreHDghDyBSD  to  Mi.  Honstaa,  Aiigaat  1,  1882. 

17.  Mr.  FreliDghnyeeD  to  Mr,  Koustan,  Deunmber^,  ISdJL 

18.  Mr.  KuDston  to  Mr.  FrHliugbnyiwn,  J>Du>rv  3,  188R. 

19.  Ur.  BouBtoD  to  Mr.  FreliugliuyseD,  Fubrmtry  5,  le»3. 
!0.  Mr.  FreliQglmysan  to  Ur.  Buiiauin,  Februiiry  24,  1083. 
!1.  Ur.  Ruaatao  to  Ur.  FroliDj^liuyiwii,  Mttrali  7,  11483, 

tL  Hr.  itonstaa  to  Mr.  FrelinfthiiyHen,  Muv  IH,  1883, 

Ij.  Mr.  Davis  to  Ur.  Boiutaii,  Hay  1»,  IrKU, 

24.  Hr.  Freliiighuyiien  to  Ur.  Dxtmnt,  December  S7,  1883. 

K,  Ur.  KoueUu  to  Hr.  Davis,  Jannary  7,  1884. 

is.  Hr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Buiistao,  JHnii»ty  7,  inm. 

S7.  Hr.  R-mslari  to  Mr.  Freliughnyseu,  Junuary  11,  1884. 

a^  Hr.  Frelliigtinyseu  to  Ur.  Uouslan,  January  15,  1884. 

US.  Hr.  Uiirtou  tu  Ui.  Blaine,  October  13.  IcMl. 

3U.  Ur.  KrvliDghaysen  to  Mr.  Uurti>u,  December  15, 1883. 

31.  Hr.  Frulitiglinysen  to  Mr.  Uorton,  December  17,  Iri&l. 

32.  Ur.  FivliughnvMin  ro  Ur.  Morhm,  telegram,  December  21.  1883. 
31.  Ur.  Unrlon  to  Mr.  Frelingbuyeen,  No.  463,  December  21,  1683. 

34.  Ur.  Harton  to  Mr.  FreliiightivRen,  Decpmber  28,  IS83. 

SS.  Ur.  Uorton  to  Ur.  FielitigbiiyBeu,  Nn.  467,  Jaiinaiy  23,  1884, 
36.  Hr.  Fr^lingbnyHeu  to  Mr.  Murtoii,  No.  424.  Janaaiy  8,  1884. 
31.  Hr.  Frelin)(baytien  to  Mr.  Murtou,  telegram,  January  8,  18^. 

35.  Hr.  Frelinghiiyten  to  Mr.  Morlun,  telcgrn iii,  January  II   1884. 

39,  Ur.  Murtou  to  Mr.  Frflintiliu.viien,  telegram  Jauuary  14,  18K4. 

40.  Ur.  MoitOQ  to  Ur.  Freliughuyseu,  Nu.  47H,  January  15,  1884. 

IL— fs  relaltoa  to  elalmt  ailhdraan  from  Ike  eoniidaration  of  IA«  CwMsttwion. 


III. — CoTTMjiOMdettOB  of  Cie  ?on.  A»a  O,  Jldii,  the  Amerioa»  oommitiiontr. 

43  Hr.  Al'lii  to  Hr.  Blaine,  June  4,  1881. 
41.  Ur.  Ablii  to  Mr.  Blaiue,  Julv  8,  18H1. 
4-V  Mr,  Blame  to  Mr.  Aldis,  July  8,  Ubl. 
46.  Biuuu  de  Arinoa  aud  Mr.  Aldia  to  the  Secretary  of  Stale,.  July  11,  1881. 
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47.  Vx.  Aldia  to  tho  Seoretuy  of  Bute,  April  IS,  188S. 
46.  Hr.  Aldla  to  llr.  FrelmghayaeD,  FebraBry  3,  1883. 

49.  lb.  Aldla  to  Hr.  FreliaghDyMn,  April  16,  1883. 

50.  If  ImitM  of  tlie  mmIod  of  the  French  and  AmerioMi  Clkinii  CommiMioii,  I 


IV. — Mitetllaitetmt  eorretponilenet.       » 

55.  Ur.  Peddrick  to  Ur.  Evuta,  D«cember  1, 1880. 
G3.  Hr.  Erarta  to  Hr.  Peddriok,  December  9, 1880. 
54.  Hr.  Peddrick  to  Ur.  Blaine,  June  3,1881. 

66.  Hr.  Blaine  to  Ur.  Pedilrick,  June  6, 1881. 

56.  Hr.  Brown  to  Hr.  Peddrick,  Jnly  IB,  1881. 

67.  Hr.  Peddrick  to  Ur.  FrellnghaTMo,  Uay  IS,  1888. 
08.  Ur.  Davie  to  Ur.  Peddriok,  Uarch  5, 1883. 

SO.  Ur.  Ftelingliiiyaen  to  Hr.  Bandall,  Febraary  38,  1884. 

y.—CorrMpondene«  vUh  Mr.  Boulvtll,  agmt  and  counMet/or  tkt  Uniled  Stalei. 

60.  Ur.  BontireU  to  Mr.  Evarta,  January  25,  IB81. 

61.  Mr.  Bontweli  to  Mr.  Evarts,  January  85,  1881. 

62.  Mr.  Evarta  to  Mr.  BoutweU,  Jannaiy  89,  1881. 

63.  Mr.  Bontweli  to  Mr,  Evarta.  Febraary  15,  1881. 

64.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Ur.  Evarta,  February  84,  1881. 
66.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Evarta,  Februar;  86,  1881. 

66.  ISr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine,  March  8,  1891. 

67.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine,  March  10,  1881. 

68.  Mi.  BoutweU  to  Mr.  Blaine,  March  10,  1881. 

69.  Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  March  19,  IS8I. 

70.  Hr.  Bontweli  to  Mr.  Blaine.  Aynl  13,  1861. 

71.  Ur.  BUine  to  Mr.  Boutirell,  April  20,  1861. 
73.  Ur.  Bontweli  1o  Ur.  Blaine,  May  8,  1861. 

73.  Ur.  BoDtwell  to  Ur.  Blaine,  May  6,  1881. 

74.  Ur.  Blaine  to  Mr  Boutwell,  May  17,  ie<l. 
76.  Ut.  Bontweli  to  Ur.  Blaine,  Uay  18,  1881. 

76.  Ur.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine,  Uay  18,  1881. 

77.  Ur.  Boutnell  to  Ur.  Blaine,  Jnne  19,  1881. 
7a  Ur.  Bluiue  to  Ur.  Boutwell,  Auguat  ^,  1861. 

79.  Mr.  Blaine  to  Ur.  Bontweli,  December  17,  1881. 

80.  Ur.  J.  C.  Bancroft  Davis  to  Ur.  Bontweli,  December  S7,  1881. 

81.  Ur.  John  Davia  to  Mr.  Frelinghnyaen.  January  %,  1883. 
83.  Ur.  Bootwell  to  Ur.  Frelinelinysen,  Febmary  4,  1883. 

83.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  J.  C.  Bancroft  Davis,  Febmary  6,  188>. 

84.  Ur.  John  Davis  to  Ur.  Frelinghnyaen,  Febmaiy  11,  1883. 

85.  Ur.  BoutweU  to  Ur.  Frelinghuysen,  Febmary  IT,  1883. 

86.  Hr.  FKlinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Bont-well,  March  SO,  1882. 

87.  Ur.  Boutwell  to  Ur.  lYeUnghuysen,  April  15,  1882. 
86.  Ur.  Frelinghnyaen  to  Mr.  Kiutwell. 

89.  Ur.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghnysen. 

90.  Ur.  BoutweU  to  Mr.  Fre1in);hnysen,  Septomber  2,  1683. 

91.  Ur.  Davis  to  Ur.  Boutw-ell,  September  IS,  1882. 
93.  Ur.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Davin.  N»veniber  15,  1862. 

93.  Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr,  BoutweU,  November  80,  1883, 

94.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Davia,  December  18,  1883. 

95.  Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  December  20,  1868. 

96.  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Bontweli,  January  2,  1883. 

97.  Mr.  Bontweli  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen,  January  10,  1883. 

98.  Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  January  12,  1883. 

99.  Mr.  Davia  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  January  31,  1883. 

100.  Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  February  84,  1883. 

101.  Hr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  Uay  83,  1883. 

102.  Hr.  BoutweU  to  Mr.  Fr-linehnvarn,  June  15,  1883. 

103.  Mr.  Frelinghnyaen  to  Mr.  K>ntwelt,  Jnne  19,  1863. 

104.  Mr.  Bontweli  to  Mr,  Fretingbuysen,  October  13,  1883. 
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10&  Ur.  BontwaU  to  Mr.  FrelEnghu^Ben,  December  21,  1883. 

109.  Mi.  FnliogliDyaeD  b)  Ur.  Bootwell,  December  27,  1S83. 

110.  Ur.  BoDtwell  to  Hr.  FralingbnyBen,  Jannarj  8,  1884. 

111.  Ur.Bontwell  toMr.FrelinghayBen,  January  18,1884. 
lia.  Ur.  FielinghDjaen  to  U r.  Boutweli,  Jaoaary  21, 1884. 

113.  llr.BoatweUtoMr.FreUDgbayHD,Jannary  24,1684. 

114.  Ur.  I'TBliDgbiiyMii  to  Hr.  K>utTrell,  Febmary  7, 1884. 

115.  Ur.  BoaWell  to  Ur.  FrelingbnfBen,  Febraarj  II,  1834. 

116.  Ur.Bontwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuf  sen,  February  20, 1884. 

117.  Ur.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  DaTia,Tebniary  23, 1884. 

118.  Ur.  BontweU  to  Ur.  Freli^buyaen  March  Jl,  1884. 

119.  Ur.  FrelinghnyMn  to  Mr.  Kintwell,  AprU  2, 1884. 

120.  Mr.  FreliDgbDyeeQ  to  Mr.  Bootwell,  April  2, 1884. 
Ul.  Mr.BontweUtoMi.FieIingIiiiyMii,JaDei!8,lB84. 
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ACCOHPANTmO  THE  BEPORT  OF  THE  8ECBETABT  OF  STATE.  TBANB- 
UITTINU  THE  COR  RESPOND  EN(?E  OF  THE  FBKNCH  AHD  AMEKICAN 
CLA1U8  C0UMIS8I0N,  IN  KESPONcE  TO  THE  BISSOLUTION  OF  THE 
HOUSE  OF  BEPKE8ENTAT1VE8  OF  JANUARY  V,  18%. 


(TnutaUoD.l 

Mr.  Outrey  to  Mr.  Evarts. 

Leqation  of  Fbahoe  m  thb  UinTSiD  Statks, 

Wathington,  August  23,  1880. 
Hr.  Sbobbtabt  of  Statb: 

I  have  the  honor  to  inform  yon  that,  in  ezecntion  of  the  ooQTantlon  of 
the  16th  Januiiry  last,  M.  de  Oeofroy,  minister  plenipotentiary  o(  the 
first  class,  has  been  designated  by  the  French  Oorernment  to  exerdae 
the  functions  of  commissioner  in  the  Commission  charged  with  settling 
the  Franco -American  claims.  By  the  same  decree  Mr.  Lanen,  consiS 
of  the  first  class,  has  been  appointed  Bgent,and  Mr.  deChambrou  coon- 
Bel  of  France  before  that  Commission. 

In  order  not  to  depart  iVom  the  spirit  of  the  Convention,  the  com- 
pensation  of  M.  de  Geofroy  sbali  be  the  same  as  that  fixed  by  Congreas 
for  the  commissioner  of  the  United  States,  namely,  40,000  franca.  I 
cannot,  boirever,  fail  to  otwierve  to  yon  that,  according  to  our  several 
conversations  previonsly  held  on  this  subject,  we  hnd  tbonght  that  the 
snm  of  60,000  ftancs  would  have  been  adopted  ;  therefore  M.  de  Frey- 
sinet  expresses  some  regret  that  the  appropriation  bill  should  have 
established  a  reduced  limit  of  $8,000,  seeing  that  it  also  has  to  be 
applied  to  the  Braziban  commissioner  as  well  as  to  that  of  the  United 
States,  without  leaving  any  latitude  forgiving,  as  far  as  possible,  to  tb« 
three  delegates  positions  really  equivalent  from  a  njiaterial  poiot  of 
view.  In  directing  me  to  address  this  communication  to  yon,  the  oiio- 
ister  of  foreign  afi'aire  charges  me  to  axk  you  it  the  snm  set  apart  as  the 
allowance  by  the  United  States  to  the  third  commissioner  is  to  be  con- 
sidered as  definitely  fixed.  Perhaps,  when  we  become  acquainted  with 
the  exact  situatiou  of  the  com  miBsiouer,  yon  may  judge  it  opportune  to 
arrive  at  an  understanding  for  the  purpose  of  nccordiog  to  him  a  sup- 
plementary concession,  justified  by  the  exceptional  circumstances  in 
which  an  agent  sent  so  fur  from  his  country  on  a  temporary  mieaioa 
would  find  himself  placed. 

Accept,  Mr.  Secretaiy  of  State,  &c., 

MAX.  OUTBBY. 

H<m.  Wx.  M.  EvABTB, 

Secretary  of  State. 
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Mr.  Etartt  to  Mr.  Ouire^. 

Dbpabtmbht  of  Statb, 

WagUngton,  October  7, 1880. 
8nt :  I  bare  tbe  hooor  to  ioform  yon  that  the  President  haa  aamed 
Asa  0.  Aldis,  esq.,  as  commissioner  on  behalf  of  tbe  United  States,  no- 
deitbe  claims  coiiventioa  of  Jauaary  15,  1S80,  between  this  countw 
•Dd  Francis;  and  likewise  that  he  has  appointed  Washington  F.  Ped- 
drick,  esq.,  as  secretary  on  the  ])art  of  the  United  States  to  the  Oom- 
missinn  to  be  organized  nnder  the  convention  iu  qaestion. 
Accept  the  assni-ances  of  my  very  high  couaideration. 

WM.  M.  EVAETS. 
Mr.  Maximb  Outebt,  Jbc. 


Mr.  Outrey  to  Mr.  BUUne. 

Lboation  OS  Fbanob  in  thb  TTinTED  States, 

Waahington,  March  24, 1881. 
Ur.  Sbgbbtast  of  Statb  : 

Tbe  French  cammiwioner  in  the  French- American  Claims  Commissioa 
inroriDH  me  that,  in  parsnance  of  a  recent  decision  of  the  ministry  of  for* 
«ign  affairs  at  Paris,  Mr.  Panl  Uejardiu,  consnl  at  Charlestoo,  has  been 
appoiated  agent  of  the  French  Goremment  in  that  Commission,  vice 
Mr.  lianen. 

Ill  aecordance  with  the  desire  expressed  by  Mr.  de  Geolroy,  I  have  the 
faoDor  to  bring  this  cbanjte  to  yonr  notice,  begging  yon  to  be  pleased 
to  take  the  meaanres  necessary  to  oaose  Hr.  Dejardin  to  be  recognized 
in  bis  new  capacity. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assurances  of  my 
Twy  lugh  consideration. 

MAX.  OUTEEY. 
Hon.jAHBB  G.  Blainb, 

SeerOmy  of  State  of  the  United  Stata. 


Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Outrey. 

Dbpakthent  of  State, 

Waahington,  March  28, 1881. 
8iB:  I  bave  tbe  honor  to  acknowledge  tht«  receipt  of  your  note  of 
the  24tb  instant,  in  which  you  inform  me  that  the  minister  of  foreign 
allure  of  France  has  designated  Mr.  Paul  Dejardin,  consul  at  CharleH- 
ton,  to  act  as  agent  of  your  Government,  before  the  Freuch  and  Ameri- 
can Claims  Oonimissiou,  in  place  of  Mr.  lianen. 
Accept,  sir,  a  renewed  assurance  Of  my  highest  consideration. 

JAMBS  G.  BLAIKE. 
Mr.  Maxihb  Octebt,  <fco. 
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Mr.  Outrej/  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

LsaATioN  OF  Fbanoe  in  the  United  States, 

Waskington.  November  18, 1881. 
Mr.  Sbcbetabt  op  State: 

Id  the  month  of  February  last  Mr.  Isaac  Tuylor  presented  a  memo- 
rial to  the  French  and  American  Claims  Gominission.  The  object  of 
that  paper  was  to  indace  that  Commission  to  examine  a  case  in  which 
certain  mercbandise,  alleged  to  be  American,  had  been  seiaed  by  a 
French  vessel  of  war,  the  said  merchandise  having  been  shipped  in 
1870  on  board  of  the  Magdalena,  a  German  vessel  abont  to  sail  from 
Kew  York  for  Bremen. 

This  case  having  been  decided  in  France  by  the  prize  court,  aad  af- 
terwards, on  appeal  by  the  council  of  state,  the  agent  of  the  French 
Government  before  the  Conimissiou  has  invoked  the  stipulations  of  Ar- 
ticle II  of  the  convention  of  January  16, 1880,  requesting  the  affect  of 
the  United  States  Oovernment  to  withdraw  it  before  action  in  the  case 
is  taken  by  the  CommiRsiou. 

On  the  27th  of  June  last  Mr.  Bontwell  addressed  to  Mr.  Qrimand  de 
Canx  a  note  written  by  Afr.  O'Connor,  from  which  it  appears  that  the 
objections  raised  by  our  agent  do  not  seem  to  be  approved  by  the  legal 
adviser  of  the  Department  of  State.  The  question  of  principle  which 
is  raised  by  this  circumstance  may  have  such  serious  consequences,  as 
regards  the  ulterior  enforcement  of  the  stipulations  of  the  convention, 
that  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  call  your  most  serions  attention  to  the  differ- 
ence of  opinion  existing  between  our  agents. 

As  Mr.  O'Connor  very  correctly  remarks  in  his  aforesaid  note,  "any 
international  question  that  might  or  may  arise  as  to  the  true  interpreta- 
tion of  the  treaty  should  be  dealt  with  directly  by  and  between  the 
diplomatic  representatives  of  the  respective  Govern  men  ta,"  and  this  is 
precisely  the  case  that  now  presents  itself;  it  is  therefore  absolatelj 
necessary  that  we  should  escbaoge  our  views  in  order  to  be  able  to  set- 
tle this  difference. 

Mr.  O'Connor  commits  the  first  error  in  his  note  by  stating  that  the 
claims  are  not  necessarily  presented  to  the  Commission  by  the  respect- 
ive Governments  on  behalf  of  their  citizens,  but  that  they  may  be  pre- 
sented directly  by  the  claimants  themselves.  Articles  5  and  6  of  the 
convention  absolutely  exclude  this  view  of  the  case.  The  appointment 
of  agents,  whose  mediation  is  solicited  for  the  presentation  of  claima^ 
is  designed  for  the  very  purpose  of  securing  to  both  Governments  an 
efficient  examination  of  their  nature  and  legality. 

As  to  the  opinion  that  the  Commission  maybe  compared  to  a  Federal 
coart,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  equally  erroneous.  The  Federal  courts,  if  X 
am  not  mistakei,  are  governed  by  the  Constitution  and  the  general 
laws  of  the  country,  which  laws  have  provided  means  for  rectifying  any 
errors  that  they  may  make,  either  in  respect  to  jurisdiction  or  to  com- 
petence: whereas  the  Commission  is  an  exceptional  tribunal,  havine 
a  special  duty  to  peiform,  which  is  determined  by  the  convention  itselK 
In  investing  the  Commisson  with  absolute  powers,  and  in  according  to 
its  decisions  a  character  of  finality  from  which  there  is  no  appeal,  the 
two  Governments  intended  that  those  powers  should  be  exercised  only 
within  the  rigorous  limits  Hxed  by  them,  and  they  have  never  dreamed 
of  authorizing  the  Commissioners  to  enlarge  their  sphere  of  action  by 
leaving  the  interpretation  of  the  clauses  of  the  treaty  to  them.    Mr. 
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Bontwell  has  already  recogniKed  this  principle  1o  gereral  inatances, 
when  he  has  referred  to  the  DepartmeDt  of  State  for  the  elacidatiOD  of 
donbtful  points,  and  I  take  pleasure  in  testifying  that  the  Department 
hu  never  Boagfat  to  avoid  the  responsibility  of  expressing  its  opiDion 
with  regard  to  true  meaning  of  certain  of  the  terms  of  the  ooDvention 
of  January  16, 1880. 

This  general  rale  l>eing  established,  it  remains  for  us  to  examine  the 
special  case  BQbmitt«d  to  our  consideration. 

Article  II  of  the  convention  of  Janaary  15  was  drawn  np  vith  par- 
ticolar  care,  and  it  seems  strange  that  there  should  be  any  difierence  of 
opinion  as  to  the  meaning  of  ibj  provisions.  Since  claims  arising  from. 
damage  caosed  by  acts  of  war  are  not  governed  by  precise  laws  their 
settlement  varies  according  to  conntries  and  ciroumstances ;  it  is,  bow- 
ever,  in  all  cases,  subjected  to  such  conditions  as  it  pleases  the  Govem- 
ments  concerned  to  establish. 

Now,  daring  the  negotiation  of  the  convention  of  1880,  it  was  well 
understood  that  neither  of  the  contracting  parties  would  consent  to  any 
revision  of  decisious  pronounced  within  its  territory  by  oompeteDt  au- 
tborities  Id  any  form  wliatever.  In  order  to  meet  sucb  a  case,  Article 
II  formally  and  explicitly  provides  that  the  Commission  shall  not  decide 
any  claim  that  either  Government  has  already  caused  to  be  settled, 
either  diplomatically,  judicially,  or  otherwise,  by  competent  authorities. 

AcMrdlng  to  our  view,  tbe  case  of  the  Magdalena  has  been  judicially 
settled,  since  it  bos  been  passed  npon  by  two  bodies  invested  with  jndi- 
cial  powers.  I  am  aware  that  different  doctrines  have  been  laid  down 
with  regard  to  tbe  weight  to  be  attached  to  the  decision  of  prize  courts ; 
it  does  not  seem  to  me,  however,  that  this  is  a  proper  time  for  tbe  dis- 
enssioD  of  those  doctrines,  for  even  admittiog  for  the  moment  that  the 
case  of  the  Magdalena  is  not  to  be  considered  as  having  been  jadicially 
decided,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  It  comes  under  the  head  of  those  which 
have  been  otherwise  decided  by  competent  authorities. 

1  have  every  reason  to  believe,  judging  from  the  conversation  which  I 
had  the  honor  to  have  with  you  yesterday,  tbat  you  will  shore  this  view, 
and  I  therefore  beg  you  to  instruct  your  agent  to  withdraw  this  case, 
as  one  of  which  the  commissiou  is  not  competent  to  take  cognizance. 
A  speedy  decision  in  this  matter  is  highly  important  for  tbe  avoidance 
of  a  serious  conflict,  which  might  arise  if  this  Commission,  having  a 
ease  brought  before  it  in  which  it  has  no  jurisdiction,  should  consider 
itself  thereby  authorized  to  decide  such  case. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assorances  of  my 
very  high  consideration. 

MAX.  OUTREY. 

Hon.  Jameb  O.  Bliinx, 

Seoretary  of  State  of  the  United  Statee. 


110.6. 

Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr,  Outrey. 

Dbfabtment  of  State, 

Washington,  December  17, 1881. 
8lE:  Referring  to  your  note  of  the  18th  ultimo  in  relation  to  the  case 
«f  Isaac  Taylor,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  which  was  presented  to 
the  American  and  French  Claims  Commission  in  February  last^  and  to 
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the  Beversl  coDTersations  which  we  have  had  apoo  the  Bobject,  I  have 
the  boDor  to  Btate  that  after  such  conHlderation  as  I  have  been  able  ts 
give  to  the  questioD,  1  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  that  claim,  be- 
CBQBe  of  the  antecedent  proceediugs  by  the  couipetfnt  authorities  of 
France  of  which  it  has  l>een  the  subject,  is  not  properly  within  the  cog- 
nizance of  the  Mixed  Commission  established  onder  the  provisions  of 
the  conveniion  of  the  15th  of  January,  1880,  l)f  twp«n  the  two  Bepnblics. 

In  accordance,  therefore,  with  tliis  determination  the  agent  and 
«oansel  on  the  part  of  the  tJuited  States  will  be  iustrncted  to  witbdniw 
the  claim  of  Mr.  Isaac  Taylor  from  the  further  cousideration  of  the 
.  OomtnisttioD. 

Id  taking  this  riev  of  the  question  involved  in  the  claim  referred  to, 
I  am  inflaeuced  in  no  small  measure  by  the  earnest  desire  felt  by  this 
Qovemment  to  give  full  effect  to  the  spirit  no  less  than  to  the  letter  of 
the  second  article  of  the  convention,  and  by  thus  withholding  from  the 
cognizance  of  that  international  tribnnal  any  claim  which  may  have  al- 
ready been  made  the  subject  of  inquiry  and  determination  by  the  com- 
petent authorities  of  France,  avoid  any  occasion  for  making  the  compe- 
tency of  such  proceedings  the  subject  of  question  or  review.  That  the 
French  Oovernmeut, animated  by  alike  diHiMsitioo,  will  pursne  asimUar 
coarse  with  regard  to  any  claims  presented  for  the  coDHideratioo  of  the 
Commission  on  behalf  of  citizens  of  France  against  the  United  States 
Thich  shall  be fonnd  tobave  already  been  inquired  into  and  decided  either 
diplomatically,  judicially  or  otherwise  by  the  comiwtent  authorities  of 
of  the  United  States,  I  do  not  allow  myself  to  donbt. 

I  have  also  to  request  that  you  will  convey  to  your  Ooveromeot  the 
distinct  understanding  of  that  of  the  Unired  States,  that  in  regard  to 
the  merits  of  Mr.  Taylor's  claim  and  also  with  respect  to  any  other 
remedy  that  he  may  deem  open  to  him,  the  present  measure  of  with- 
drawing the  claim  from  the  consideration  of  the  Mixed  CommtssioD  is 
Dot  to  be  taken  as  any  expression  of  opinion  against  th«^  justice  of  the 
«lidm,  nor  to  be  hereafter  urged  in  bar  of  any  other  remedy  he  may 
seek  to  avail  himself  of,  nor  in  any  luatiner  to  prejudice  his  rights  in  re- 
lation to  the  claim  in  question. 

I  avail  myself  of  this  occasion  to  renew  to  yon,  sir,  the  assuraooes  of 
my  highest  consideration. 

JAM£S  O.  BLAINB. 

Mr.  BIaxiub  Outbbt,  <£«. 


JIfr.  Outrey  to  Mr.  Frelinghvyaett, 

Legation  of  Fbakoe  in  the  United  States, 

Washifigton,  December  21, 1881. 
Mr.  Secbetaet  of  State:  In  reply  to  certain  obciervations  which 
were  Addressed  to  liim  tiy  me  on  the  I8th  ultimo,  relative  to  a  claim 
which  Mr,  Isaac  Taylor  desired  to  lay  before  the  Fi-ench  and  American 
Commission,  your  predecessor  did  me  the  honor  to  write  me,  on  the  I7th 
instant, that  after  a  careful  examination  of  thequestion.  he  had  reached 
the  conclusion  that  the  spirit  and  letter  of  Article  II  of  the  conventioo 
of  January  15,  1H80,  did  not  allow  the  admission  of  the  competence 
of  the  said  Commission  in  that  matter.  He  consequently  informed  me 
that  instructions  had  been  sent  to  the  agent  and  counsel  of  the  United 
States  to  withdraw  the  claim  of  Isaac  Taylor, 
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Tbitt  deotsioD  was,  Devertbeleas,  adopted  nnder  certain  coaditiona. 
Hr.  Blaine  wished  to  liave  it  di»tinctiy  auderatood  between  tbe  two 
Qoverntnents  that  tbe  meaaare  which  be  bad  taken  did  not  imply  the 
expression  of  any  opiuion  with  reg^ard  to  ttae  justice  or  the  merits  of  tbe 
clium  itself;  that  it  could  not  be  made  the  gronnd  of  any  legal  objec- 
tion in  case  the  claimants  should  have  recoarse  to  other  means  of  action, 
and  finally  that  it  coald  iu  no  wise  prejudice  any  rigbba  tbat  they  might 
consider  themselves  to  have. 

After  having  referred  tbe  matter  to  Paris,  I  am  happy  to  be  able  to 
inform  you  tbat  my  Oovemment  giv«8  its  adhesion  to  these  conditions, 
that  is  to  say,  that  it  admits  that  the  fact  of  the  withdrawal  of  the  claim 
of  Isaac  Taylor  in  no  wise  prejudices  the  snbatauce  of  that  claim, 
Those  validity,  whatever  that  may  he,  remains  precisely  what  it  was  be- 
fore this  incident  occurred, 

I  need  not  Hdd  tbat,  on  oor  part,  we  shall  strictly  observe  the  case 
ariBing,  the  legal  interpretation  given,  by  mutual  consent,  to  Article  II 
of  the  convention  of  January  16, 1S80. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  He<»etary  of  State,  tbe  assorances  of  my 
very  liigh  conaideration. 

MAX.  OUTEET. 

Hon.  Fbsdebiok  T.  Fbblihohutben, 

(Secretary  of  1  Ae  VviUA  Stattt. 


No.  8. 

Mr.  FrelingAwgaen  to  Mr.  Outreg. 

Dbfabthekt  of  Statb, 
Wathington,  January  3, 1882. 
8iB :  I  bave  tbe  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  the 
2l8t  ultimo,  commanicating  with  respect  to  tbe  effect  of  tbe  withdrawal 
of  the  claim  of  Mr.  Issac  Taylor  from  the  consideration  of  tbe  French 
and  American  Claims  Commission. 
Acoept,  &c., 

FEED'K  T.  FRELINGHUTSEN. 
Mr.  Matimk  Outbhy,  &c. 


Mr.  Frelinghuygen  to  Mr.  Outre;/. 

Dbfabthent  of  State, 

Waahington,  February  7,  1882. 
SiB:  Beferring  to  your  note  of  tbe  21st  of  December  last,  in  which 
you  were  so  good  as  to  say  that  the  Government  of  tbe  French  Itepablio 
vonid,  on  its  side,  observe  the  legal  interpretation  given  by  common 
accord  to  Article  II  of  the  convention  of  the  15th  of  January,  1880,  Z 
bave  now  the  hounr  to  inclose  a  list  of  cases  which  are  reported  to  me 
by  the  assistant  counsel  of  tbe  United  States,  as  coming  within  the  rule 
adoptetl  by  common  consent,  and  I  beg  to  ask  that  instructions  may  be 
^veo  to  the  agent  for  France  to  have  these  cases  dismissed  iu  whole  or 
ID  part  according  to  the  statements  in  the  accompanying  list. 

I  Google 
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It  is  nnderatood,  of  course,  that  farther  and  other  motiona  for  dis- 
missal  may  be  made  ou  either  side  hereafter,  as  tbe  pleadings  or  proof 
may  disoloBe  that  claims  come  within  the  operatiou  of  Article  II,  as 
mntoally  coDstraed. 


PEED'K  T.  FRBLINGHUTaEN. 


Accept,  sir,  &c., 

Mr.  Maxikb  Outbbt,  tfej. 


Mr.  Outreg  to  Mr.  Frelinghui/ten. 

Legation  of  Fbahcb  iw  thb  United  States, 

Washington,  l^ruary  9,  1882. 
Mr.  Seobbtaby  op  Btatb  : 

I  have  received  the  letter  which  yoa  did  me  tbe  honor  to  address  to 
me  nnder  date  of  the  17tb  instant,  reqnestin^  tbe  withdrawal  of  a  cer- 
tain number  of  claims  against  tbe  United  States  Government,  wtaich 
are  now  on  the  docket  of  the  French  and  American  Commission.  That 
letter  was  accompanied  by  a  list  presented  on  tbe  25th  of  Januaiy  by 
the  assistant  counsel  of  the  American  Government,  sbowing  tbe  cases 
which,  as  is  stated,  that  Commission,  according  to  Article  II  of  the  con- 
vention of  Janoary  15, 1880,  is  not  competent  to  examine. 

1  have  transmitted  these  documents  to  the  agent  of  the  French  OoT- 
eniment,  who  has  special  charge  of  the  presentation  of  the  claims  of 
oar  citizens,  reqaeaCing  him  to  come  to  an  naderBtanding  with  Mr. 
BoQtwell  or  his  assistant  for  the  elucidation  of  the  facts,  and  I  do  not 
for  an  instant  doubt  that  he  will  speedily  withdraw  such  as  have  already 
been  settled. 

The  understanding  which  was  reached  in  December  last  between  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  and  that  of  France  in  regard  to  the 

ftrecise  meaning  of  the  stipulations  of  Article  II  of  the  convention 
eaves  no  room  for  the  supposition  that  there  can  be  any  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  agents  of  tbe  two  conntries  as  to  tbe  principles 
whereby  they  are  to  be  guided.  It  will,  I  think,  be  snfflcient  for 
them  to  communicate  to  each  other  the  documents  on  which  their 
responsibility  is  to  rest.  If,  however,  any  disagreement  shall  arise,  it 
will  be  the  duty  of  Mr.  Griuaad  de  Caux  to  inform  tbe  legation  of  the 
reasons  thereof,  and  I  sbali  not  fail  in  that  case  to  confer  with  the  De- 
partment of  State. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assurances  of  my 
very  high  consideration. 

MAX.  OUTBBY. 


No.  11. 

Mr.  Frelinghttsten  to  Mr.  Outreg. 

Depabtuent  op  State, 

Washington,  February  18, 1883. 
Sm :  Referring  to  our  recent  correspondence  in  reference  to  the  dis- 
missal of  such  of  the  claims  now  pending  before  the  French  and 
American  Claims  Commission  as  may  be  found  from  time  to  time  to 
come  within  the  operation  of  Article  II  of  the  convention  of  Jannaiy 
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16, 18S0j  as  mataally  constraed,  I  now  have  the  honor  to  leqaest  that 
appropriate  action  may  be  taken  by  your  legation  in  reference  to  the 
eases  <a  Joles  Perrodin,  Ko.  90,  and  of  G.  A.  Le  More,  Ko.  211,  which 
ue  referred  to  in  the  aoeompanying  papers. 

Accept,  &c., 

FBED'K  T.  FEBLINQHT7TSBN. 

Ur.  Maumb  Outbby,  (fio. 


Mr.  Outreg  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyien. 

LZOATION  OP  FBAKCE  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES, 

Waahington,  Febrtiary  22, 1882. 
Mr.  Seobetabt  of  State  : 

I  have  received  the  letter  which  yon  did  me  the  honor  tA  address  to 
me  on  the  18th  of  this  mouth,  wherewith  yon  transmitted  to  me  varioas 
docnments  relative  to  the  claims  of  which  Messrs.  Boutwell  and  John 
Davis  ask  the  withdrawal  as  coming  within  the  scope  of  the  second  ar- 
ticle of  the  convention  of  15th  January,  1830.  As  I  had  already  previ- 
ously done  with  regard  to  the  list  which  you  sent  me  on  the  7th  of  this 
month,  I  DOW  send  these  docnments  to  Mr.  Orimaad  de  Canz,  charging 
him  to  come  to  an  understanding  with  the  agent  of  the  Oovemmeut  of 
the  United  States  before  the  Commission. 

Permit  me  to  embrace  this  fresh  occasion  to  call  your  attention  to 
the  erroneons  impression  which  seems  to  exist  in  the  mind  of  Mr.  Bout- 
well  concerning  the  part  to  be  taken  by  the  Department  of  Stat«  and 
the  legation  of  France  in  the  application  of  the  second  article  in  ques- 
tion. 

According  to  the  principles  established  by  common  consent,  as  la 
witnessed  by  the  notes  exchanged  on  the  18th  of  November  and  the 
17th  and  Slst  of  December,  1881,  the  interpretation  of  the  clauses  of  the 
treaty  belong  to  the  two  contracting  Ooveruments  and  not  in  any  way 
to  the  Commission,  from  which  it  follows  that  in  case  of  disagreement 
between  the  respective  agents  before  the  Commission,  the  question 
shoold  be  laid  before  the  two  Governments,  but  this  arrangement  can- 
Dot  have  the  effect  of  discharging  the  agents  from  the  obligation  of  giv- 
iug  joint  consideration  to  the  difficnlties  which  may  arise.  It  is,  there* 
fore,  only  in  the  event  of  its  being  impossible  for  tbem  to  reach  an 
agreement  that  they  should  make  reference  to  us,  and  then  it  is  iudls- 
pensable  that  they  should  lay  before  ns  the  objections  raised  on  either 
hand. 

Kow,  I  see  nothing  in  the  letters  of  Mr.  Bontwell  or  in  the  papers 
therewith  which  can  enlighten  os  as  to  the  canses  of  disagreement. 

I  am  convinced,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  that  after  having  examined 
the  question  you  will  recognize  that  any  other  manner  of  proceeding 
can  only  lead  to  delays  and  perhaps  regrettable  confusion.  I  shoald, 
therefore,  be  very  glad  should  you  deem  it  opportune  to  instruct  the 
^ent  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  be  pleased  hereafter 
to  address  himself  first  to  the  agent  of  the  Government  of  France,  as 
the  latter  has  himself  done  to  Mr.  Bontwell  In  the  case  of  Isaac  Taylor. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assorances  of  my 
very  nigh  consideration. 

MAX.  OUTBET. 

Hon.  FBEDKBIOX  T.  FEBLIHaHDTBEN.  ,     GoOqIc 
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Mr.  JVelMffagFMi  te  Mr.  Artny. 

IteFAsnoorr  or  Statk, 

IfoAMfla^  FiAnarf  28, 1882. 
fos:  Acknovledginf  tbe  receipt  of  your  note  of  the  33d  iiwUuit,  I 
hftTv  tbe  honor  to  iDfom  yoa  tlMt  I  fully  eoaenr  in  your  8DgKe«tioiis  aa 
ta  tkt  best  Bctbod  of  [WVoeediDg  in  tbe  class  of  cases  peixIiD^  before 
tbe  Fimcb  aod  Anerieaa  CUins  Co«ai8>ioii,  vbicb  cone  withio  tbe 
prinaple  of  tbe  case  of  Isaac  Taylw,  as  nnlBally  agreed  apoa  between 
tbe  two  GorenimentB,  and  that  1  bare  accordingly  instraeted  Vr.  Boat- 
veil  to  eoafer  witb  tbe  agent  of  France  in  legaid  to  andi  cases,  and  to 
■Range  all  tbat  can  be  airanged  in  that  way^  witbont  leAvenoe  to  dip- 
lottatie  Mcaas. 
Aeccpt,  fte- 

FBBD^  T.  FBELDiGHtrTSEN. 
Xr.  Matiw  Octkkt,  Se. 


Mr.  OKtrof  to  Mr.  FnHmgluifm*. 
IXGATIOS  OF  FRAXCE  IH  THK  UkitKD  StATBS, 

Mr.  Seckktabt  of  Statk: 

On  tbe  2Sth  of  Febmaiy  last  tbe  majority  of  tbe  Gommissiou  en- 
tinned  with  tbe  settlement  of  Freocb  aiid  Ameriean  claims  rendered 
a  decision  worded  aa  f<rilows  in  regard  to  tbe  cLum  of  one  Cbooirean : 


To  anderstand  tbat  decision  it  shoald  be  said  that  the  place  wbere 
arose  tbe  damage  for  which  M.  Choorrean  was  asking  ivdress  was  eit- 
■ated  viibJn  the  territory  of  the  Couft^erate  states. 

Tbe  agent  of  the  United  States  has  profiosnl  to  gire  to  this  decision 
tbe  chancier  of  a  geoeial  rule,  and  as  early  as  the  14th  of  March  he 
snbmitted  to  the  Commission  Sar  its  approral,  tbe  ftrilowing  motion : 


yo  •oioas  objection  wonld  bare  been  made  to  tbat  propocntlon  if 
tbeir  true  meaning  had  been  left  to  tbe  words  **  lerriuirisl  jnrtMdlctiuii," 
bat  tbeir  «en?«  wa«  completely  distorted  in  setting  forth  that  at  tbe 
time  of  the  reUrilkMi  the  Soathem  Static  were  wiibdiawD  from  the  ter- 
ritori^al  jari^ivtiito  of  the  Cuiteil  Slittes  np  to  tbe  time  the  FedenU 
eoQTU^  b'd  tlieie  rvsnmed  their  full  exen:iM>. 

Airc^nixz  to  iLis  ^tianee  ductrioe  the  jurisdiction  of  tbe  Gummission 
woc>!  be  li^iini  to  n-rtuin  ^tiijintiiiiicMl  lKKiiHlarir«  arititrvrily  estub- 
l:-b^  in  acr<(wtlaDre  aiih  vu^e  mihI  uudefinetl  iutequvt^tioai*.  BeytHid 
ttserw  '.-.■^•.ZA  •Ijta.Aztrs,  even  tliou::h  they  *ere  mu^  b>  tbe  FedenU  an- 
tbonaes  of  tbe  toited  Sute^  vould  not  giw  ri^e  to  indeauity. 
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The  Commiaaion  first  established  this  mle  from  the  moment  when  it 
rejected  the  cliiim  of  Choarreua  without  ezamiiiiag  it  on  ita  merits  and 
wlely  on  the  groniid  of  the  locality  where  tlie  dnmage  o<;caiTed. 

Therefore  the  meaniiif;  attriltuted  to  the  words  "territurial  jarisdic- 
tion"  was  uot  doabtful,  and  being  thus  acderstood  Article  1  of  the  con- 
vention.  designed  prinuipuJIy  to  settle  the  French  claims  lell  in  abey- 
ance dnriug  so  many  years,  had  for  eflect  to  suppreas  them  almost 
wholly. 

Within  tbeae  terms  we  are  authorized  to  aaaert  that  the  interpreta- 
tion, adopted  by  the  mtgority  of  the  Conimissioo  and  supported  by  Mr. 
B<int«<-ll,  is  contrary  to  tlie  spirit  of  the  convention,  and  that  it  coa- 
flicta  with  the  manifest  int«>utiOD  of  the  contracting  iMirtieB. 

The  conaeqaencea  which  it  entails  were  too  aeriotis  for  the  agents  of 
the  Frencli  Uoremmeut  to  allow  it  to  iiaas  withont  protest;  thus  ia 
mting  u|ton  a  difference  in  the  wording  between  the  English  and  French 
text,  a  difference  of  which  an  attempt  was  made  to  take  advantage,  they 
Kqurated  the  Commission  to  refer  it  to  the  high  contracting  parties,  and 
intil  tbey  should  have  come  to  an  understanding  as  to  the  exact  meac- 
itig  of  Article  I  of  the  convention,  to  suspend  the  examination  of  any 
afliiir  coming  within  the  category  pointed  ont  by  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Bontwell. 

The  Commission  acceded  to  this  proposition,  and  it  is  thus  that  ve 
have  been  Itrd  to  try  to  find  out  the  way  to  nettle  the  conflict. 

I  WHS  happy  to  observeduringoDrUstioterview  that  we  appreciated 
thefdcts  in  the  same  way,and  in  conformity  with  our  agreement  I  hare 
the  honor  of  addressing  yon  the  pres<  nt  letter  to  define  onr  view. 

According  to  as,  tlie  U>>veniment  of  the  United  States  never  having 
lost  the  riglit  to  exercise  jurisdiction  in  all  the  States  forming  the  Fea- 
enil  Union,  the  wonis  "  territorial  .jnriadiction,"  in  contradiutinctioD 
with  the  word  "  territory," conld  not  have  a  reatrictive  meaning;  cod- 
aequeutly,  whatever  may  have  been  the  reasons  for  that  they  do  not  oc- 
cftr  in  the  French  text,  the  use  of  these  words  in  the  English  text 
shontd  uot  exclude  the  cliiimH  founded  in  dtimages  cansed  by  civil  or 
mihtary  authoritieH  within  the  bouudariea  of  tlie  territory  of  the  States 
ia  rehellinn.  In  other  words,  the  fact  that  damage  was  inflicted  iu  the 
Oonfetler.tte  States,  where  theoi>erHtitm  of  Federal  jUHlice  wnsmonieD- 
tarily8U!(|»ende<l,c»uldnobave  any  influence  on  the  validity  of  the  claim, 
and  (hat  claim  shoald  be  determined  ou  its  own  merits,  withont  being 
restricted  liy  an.v  qoestion  of  locality,  the  Sontliern  States  not  more 
than  the  I^unhem  States  ever  having  ceased  to  constitute  a  portion  of 
tlie  territory  of  the  United  Staten. 

This  iiiterpretittion  of  the  Etigliah  and  French  texts  gives  Article  I  of 
tbecouveutiiin  of  the  Ifitb  of  JHiinai'y,18dU,  its  truemeauing.  It  agrees 
Titli  the  spirit  of  tlie  convention  and  it  reestablishes  that  perfeiit 
equality  of  truatmi-nt  which  the  contracting  parties  have  always  kept  in 
miiMl. 

ir,  as  I  am  omHdent,  oar  viewn  agree  fnlly  with  those  yon  expressed 
on  last  Friday,  I  shouM  be  obliged  if  yon  would  be  good  enough  to  ac- 
kiiuwMtrtt  tlitt  reiwipt  of  this  letter  in  stating  plaiidy  the  uniterstand- 
ing  arrived  at  between  us.  A«  soon  as  yours  is  received  I  con.sider  tliat 
itttould  be  pi'>ii>er  lo  couiinnnic^Lto  to  tlieCi>intuission  a  copy  of  the 
corrcKiiondetice  interchanged  on  this  subject  iu  order  that  it  may  be  in- 
8|)irt^l  with  theinttrprvtatiun  adopted  by  common  consent. 

Pleiise  aoH'pt,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  asaur.incud  of  my  very 
high  cousideratiou. 

MAX.  OU^^BET. 

EOD.  FBEDEBICK  T.  F&ELINQHUYgBIT. 
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No.  IB. 
Mr,  Fretinghuj/m  to  Mr.  Outrtg' 

DSPASTXXST  OF  StATB, 

Wathington,  May  9,  18S2. 

Sis  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  the 
Stb  of  May,  1882,  in  relation  to  the  interpretadoa  of  the  treaty  between 
the  United  States  and  France,  oonoladed  Jaoaary  16, 1880,  whicb  was 
referred  to  the  two  Gtovemmenta  by  the  GommiBsion. 

Without  asseatiDg  to  the  inference  which  possibly  might  be  drawn 
firom  some  nonessential  obserratioQS  of  yoor  note,  I  find  that  we  itre 
in  anbstance  agreed  as  to  the  correct  interpretation  of  that  portdoD  of 
the  treaty  to  which  this  correspondence  relates,  and  which  waa  the  sub- 
ject of  our  conversation. 

I  am  glad,  in  compliance  with  yoor  reqnest,  to  state  the  nnderstsoil- 
ing  arrived  at  between  as.  The  examination  which  I  have  ma«le  of  the 
negotiations  preliminary  to  the  treaty,  and  of  each  text,  conTinoe  me 
that  the  words  "  territorial  jurisdiction,"  when  used  in  the  first  article 
of  the  treaty,  were  iuteuded  to  have  the  force  of  the  word  "  territory," 
which  is  in  fact  used  in  the  French  text.  So  far  as  the  decision  in  tiie 
Ohonrreau  caae  was  in  conflict  with  this  definition  of  the  words  "  terri- 
torial jarisdictlon''  as  being  synonymona  with  the  word  territoire  ia  the 
French  text,  it  failed  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  two  Governments 
and  should  be  corrected. 

I  desire,  however,  in  order  that  it  may  be  a  complete  understanding 
on  this  point,  to  state  that  I  do  not  express  any  opinion  as  to  the  valid- 
ity of  claims  which  arose  in  that  i>art  of  the  territory  of  the  United 
States  which  waa  in  rebellion  at  the  time  the  claims  are  alleged  to  have 
arisen,  bat  leave  such  claims  to  be  decided  in  each  case  by  the  Oom- 
mission  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  public  law,  of  justice,  and  of 
equity;  the  interpretation  now  given  to  the  treaty  not  adding  force  to 
claims  which,  measured  by  those  rales,  may  be  invalid. 

Accept,  &c., 

FEED'K  T.  FBELINGHUYSEN. 

Mr.  Maxihb  Otjthbt. 


Mr.  Frtlinghitytm  to  Mr.  Romtan. 

Defabtmbnt  of  State, 

WasKingU>n^  Augutl  1, 1882. 
Sm :  With  reference  to  previous  correspondence  on  the  same  subject, 
I  now  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  the 
20th  ultimo,  in  regard  to  the  proposed  Paris  Conference  relative  to  the 
protection  of  submarine  cables,  in  which  you  advise  me  of  Mr.  Frey- 
cinet's  proposition  that  the  16th  of  October  next  be  designated  as  the 
day  for  the  opening  of  the  sessions  of  the  Conference,  both  for  the  con- 
vention relative  to  electrical  unities  and  for  that  concerning  the  protec- 
tion of  submarine  cables,  and  inquire  whether  the  date  named  is  accept- 
able to  this  Government. 
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In  reply  I  have  the  hoDor  to  inform  yoa  that  I  cannot  yet  definitely 
answer  yoar  <M)mmuDicatioii,  for  the  reason  that  it  cannot  be  known 
sh<>tber  this  coaotry  will  be  represented  at  the  proposed  Conference 
antit  the  appropriation  bills  now  peudiug  in  Congress  shall  have  been 
noted  utton. 

Assuring  you  that  the  matter  will  receive  my  early  attention,  I  l>eg 
yoD  to  accept,  sir,  a  renewed  assurance  of  mv  highest  consideration. 
FRED'K  T.  FBELiyOH^SEN. 

Mr.  TOBODOBE  BonsTAN. 


Mr.  Frettnghugnen  to  Mr.  Roustan. 

Dbpabtment  op  State, 

Waahinffton,  December  29,  188^. 

Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  suggest  that  now  that  the  ratifications  of  the 
eonvention  of  the  19tb  of  July  last,  between  the  United  Btates  of  Amer- 
ica and  France,  have  been  duly  exchanged,  it  would  be  proper  that  the 
two  Governments  interested  should  commanicate  to  His  Majesty  the 
Emperor  of  Brazil  their  desire  to  have  the  services  of  Baron  d'Arinos 
as  Uiird  eommisaioner  continued  for  the  term  for  which  the  Commission 
has  been  extended  by  the  treaty  in  question. 

1  therefore  submit  herewith  for  yonr  consideratioo  a  form  of  an  iiientic 
note  on  the  subject  to  he  addressed  by  the  respective  diplomatic  repre- 
WDtativea  of  the  United  States  of  America  and  France,  at  Rio  Janeiro, 
to  the  Brazilian  minister  of  foreign  affairs. 

Accept,  &c., 

FEED'K  T.  FBEL1NGHUY8BH. 


Form  0/  idmtic  wole. 

I.KOATioN  OF  Bio  Janriko,  1883. 
ifiautar  of  Foreign  Af^in  »/  BratH  : 

Sib:  At  the  inataoce  of  di;  Oovernment  I  bave  the  bouor  to  iiifonn  you  that  (he 
#Ub  December.  18S3,  tbe  ntificattona  were  duly  eschaDKed  of  u  BnpplemeiitKry  con- 
venliou  conclodBd  an  the  I9th  of  Jul;,  ln»i,  between  the  Uaited  Stutes  of  Amerioa 
uid  the  Freoch  Bepiiblic,  eiteuiliuj;  tlie  term  of  the  darBtion  of  the  CommiwioD  or- 
(uiutd  under  the  couveutiun  of  January  15,  1880,  for  the  gettlement  of  tbecUimsof 
llv  citizeiM  of  either  coiiDtry  aKainst  the  Governiueut  of  the  nther. 

Bf  tbia  Bapplementary  coiiveiition  the  term  of  the  CoTntutsainii  jh  prolonged  nntll 
ibr  tint,  of  July,  1883,  Hulijeut  to  be  atill  farther  extended  h;  any  iut^rrnption  canned 
bj  the  absence  or  disability  of  any  of  the  commiaaionera  for  a  period  not  exceeding, 
ID  anj  event,  three  months. 

1  have  the  bouor  to  inform  ynn  that  in  view  of  the  conclusion  of  this  anpnlenientarj' 
navration,  my  Oovemmnut  has  inatrneted  me  to  expreaa  lo  Hia  Majesty  the  ICmperor 
of  BtuU,  its  eameat  desire  for  a  contiunation  of  the  acceptable  services  of  Baron 
<l'Arinos  aacoinmisiiiouer  for  the  remainder  of  the  temi  of  the  CommisBioD  ••  extended 
by  the  soppleuentary  conveution  in  qnestiou. 
H.  Et.  23r 2 
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Mr.  Boustan  to  Mr.  Frelinghui/Hen. 

Legatioh  of  France  in  the  United  States, 

WashingUm,  January  3,  1883. 
Ur.  Secbbtaby  op  State  : 

Yoa  did  me  the  honor,  on  the  29th  of  December  last,  to  Bend  me  the 
draft  of  an  identical  note  which  the  Federal  Government  proposes  to 
address,  in  coiyanctioD  with  the  French  (ioverument,  to  His  Majesty 
the  Emperor  of  Brazil,  reqoeatiug  him  to  give  Baron  d'Ariuos,  third 
commissioner  of  the  Commission  apiiointed  for  the  settlement  of  Freoch 
and  Americfto  claims,  the  powers  which  he  needs  in  order  to  be  enabled 
to  discharge  his  functions  antil  July  3,  18S3,  which  is  the  term  fixed  by 
the  supplementary  convention  of  extension  recently  concluded  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  and  that  of  the  French  Republic. 

I  at  once  submitted  this  draft  to  the  minister  of  foreign  atfaira  at 
Paris,  and  I  feel  convinced  that  after  he  shall  have  taken  cognizance 
thereof  he  will  not  fail  to  instrnct  the  minister  of  France  at  Rio  Janeiro 
to  commonicate  that  docnment  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  Brazil, 
after  having  come  to  an  understanding  with  the  diplomatic  representa- 
tive of  the  noited  States  Government. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assurances  of  my  very 
high  consideration. 

TH.  ROUSTAK. 

Hod.  F.  T.  FsBLiHOHtrvBEN. 


Mr.  Ro^tstan  to  Ur.  Frelinghuyien. 

Lboation  of  Fbahob  in  the  United  States, 

Washington,  February  5,  1883. 
The  Minister  of  Forsion  Affairs  at  Pari* 

To  Mr.  RousTAK,  MinUter  of  tha  Frmek  XfpubUo  al  Wtukinglon  .■ 
M.  du  Oeo&oy  snnonDces  to  me,  in  conjunction  with  bis  coUeagUM,  th«t  it  is  •!«•- 
lately  aeoeaMrjr  that  the  powerB  of  the  Commiasion  of  Indemnitiet.be  >S>i°  extended, 
in  Older  that  it  may  be  able  to  tiocompHih  iu  taek.  The  Waahington  Cabinet  accept* 
Uarch  1  as  the  date  of  thin  tecond  eztenaion.  It  is,  moreover,  neceeaarj  that  an  an- 
dentanding  be  reached,  in  vien  of  tbe  apeedy  tertninatiou  of  the  HeHsion  of  Cougreae. 
In  this  state  of  thinge,  I  hereby  autbonxe  voii  to  eign,  i*itb  the  GoTemEnent  of  the 
United  SUtea,  aconveation  fixiagtbe  lat  of  March,  18»4,  as  tfae  dal«  oftbe  termina- 
tion of  the  labors  of  the  Commisaion.  Yoar  fall  powers  will  be  sent  to  joti  by  tb* 
nest  mail.     Be  pleased  to  advise  M.  Qeofroy. 

I  certify  the  foregoing  to  be  a  correct  copy, 

TH.  BOUSTAN, 
MinUt^  o/Fran4$. 
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No.  20. 

Mr.  Frelittgkuyaen  to  Mr.  Eoustan. 

Department  of  State, 

Workington,  February  24, 1883. 
Sm:  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  tliat  the  Senate  of  the  TJuited 
States  has  consented  to  the  ratiQcation  of  the  convention  concluded  on 
the  8th  instant,  for  extending  the  term  of  the  French  and  American 
Ckunis  Commission,  with  the  following  amendment,  viz : 

i«3,  iiiM-rt  tbeword 


Requesting  jou  to  do  me  the  favor  of  advising  me  at  your  earliest 
lOQTeDience  as  to  the  views  of  your  Government  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
posed amendments,  I  beg  yon  to  accept,  sir,  a  renewed  assurrauce  of 
my  highest  consideration. 

PEED'K  T.  PRELINGHUY8BN. 

Mr.  Thbodobe  Roustan. 


[TranalwlDn.l 
Mr.  Boustan  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

I^QATION  OF  FBANOB  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES, 

Washington^  March  7,  18S3. 
Mr.  Sechbtabt  op  State  : 

The  note  which  yon  did  me  the  honor  to  address  to  me  on  the  29tli 
of  December  last  contained  a  draft  of  an  ideutical  note  which  your  Qov> 
eminent  proposetl  should  be  sent  Bimnltaneously,  by  the  representatives 
of  the  United  States  and  of  France  at  Kio  Janeiro,  to  the  Brazilian  min- 
ister of  foreign  affaire,  for  the  purpose  of  requesting  the  Emperor  Dom 
Pedro  to  be  pleased  to  allow  Baron  d'Arinos,  the  third  commissioner, 
to  continue  his  services  to  the  French  Anericau  Claims  Commission  for 
the  term  for  which  that  Commission  has  been  extended  by  treaty. 

1  Lave  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  the  Qovernment  of  the  French 
Republic  has  acted  upon  your  suggestion,  and  that  it  has  sent  the  note, 
of  which  a  copy  is  inclosed,  to  the  Brazilian  Qovemmeut. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assarancen  of  m; 
very  high  consideration, 

TH.  BOUSTAN. 
Hon.  Fbedebick  T.  Fbblinohdtben, 

Secretary  of  State  o/ the  United  States,  Washington. 


Sib:  In  pDrsnmace  of  inetnictiaafi  received  from  my  OovemmeDt,  I  bave  ths  honor 
infonn  von  that,  on  the  38th  of  December,  1683,  uie  ratifications  weie  eiohanged 
■o  additional  coQveDtion  which  was  coucladed  on  the  19[h  of  July,  1863,  betweea 
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tbe  t,'iiil«d  StateB  of  America  and  the  Frdiioh  Repablio,  for  the  purpoae  of  exteodins 
thp  pnriod  of  service  «f  the  ComniinioD  appoiuteil  in  parsoaDoe  of  the  oonTeation  iff 
Jaunarj-  15,  lij»0,.foi  the  wtlkment  of  oertain  claiinBof  the  two  natiooa.  This  Mldi- 
tionul  oonventiou  ext«iid8  the  tenn  of  the  Commiuion  tmtll  Jaly  1,  lt»£I,  which  t«nn 
may  be  exteoiled  in  conwqnence  of  any  interruption  teBultins  from  the  sbHence  or 
inability  to  act  of  ono  of  the  coriiRiiiwionfrB,  bnt  for  a  period  which,  according  to  the 
orif^iiial  treaty,  is  in  no  caae  to  exceed  three  months. 

Owing  to  thf  coiicluaion  of  thiit  additional  convention,  my  Oovemment  haa  io- 
■tnicted  iDu  to  exprem  to  Hia  MtOesty  tbe  Eniperor  of  Bratil  its  earnest  hope  Ui»t  the 
highly  cKtcon  eil  aervices  of  Baron  d'Ariuoa  as  third  commiMloner  may  be  coatiDaed 
during  the  time  which  the  CommieBion  has  been  extendi'd. 


Mr.  BouaUm  to  Mr.  Frelingkujftai. 

LBaATiON  OF  France  en  the  TJhitsd  States, 

Wathington^  Mag  16,  1883. 
Mr.  ScoeETARY  OP  State: 

I  hare  jost  received  a  dispatch  &om  the  minietry  of  foreign  relatioiiB 
which  directs  me  to  inform  the  Governmeot  of  the  United  States  that 
M.  Albert  Lefaivre,  consul-general  of  France  at  New  York,  has  been 
appointed  commissioner  of  the  French  OoTemment  for  the  French  Amer- 
ican Claims  GommissJoD  in  the  place  of  Mr,  de  Geofroy. 

Mr.  Ghallemel  Lflcotir  adds  that  Mr.  Lefaivre  has  received  orders  to 
be  in  Washington  on  Monday  neit,  the  2l8t  of  this  month. 
J  hasten  to  acquaint  you  with  this  information. 

Accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assarances  of  my  very  high  oon- 
tfderatioii. 

THBO.  EOUSTAJT. 
Hon.  FSEDBBICK  T.  Fbblinohdtsbh, 

Secretary  of  State  of  tke  United  Statet,  Watkingtonj  D.  0. 


No.  23. 

JIfr.  Dari»  to  Mr.  Routtan. 

Dbfabtmbnt  of  Statk, 

Washington,  May  19, 1SS3. 
Bib:  Inacknowledging  thereceipt  of  your  uoteof  the  16th  instant,  in- 
forming this  Department  of  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Albert  Lefaivre  as 
commissioner  of  yoar  Government  on  the  French  and  American  Claims 
commission  in  place  of  Mr.  de  Geofroy,  I  have  to  express  the  T«fp!Bt 
with  which  this  Department,  owing  to  the  very  agreeable  official  and 
personal  relations  he  has  so  long  sustained  with  it,  has  learned  of  his 
intended  departnre. 
Accept,  sir,  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
Acting  SeoraUuy, 
Mr.  TUEODOBE  Roustan,  dtc. 
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Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Denaut. 

Depabtment  op  State, 

WtMhingttm,  December  27,  18Sa, 
Sir:  I  bave  tbe  honor  aga\n  to  refer  to  the  ulaimspeading  before  the 
FreiM^  and  American  CUima  Commission  in  reg»rd  to  whicli  uirres- 

Eradence  has  taken  place  between  Mr.  Outrey ,  Mr.  Boaatau,  and  tbift 
epartment,  and  which  I  hold  to  fall  within  the  principle  agret^d  to  by 
the  two  Oovemmentfi  la  the  case  of  Isaac  Taylor  against  the  Bepiib- 
lic  of  France,  parsnant  to  which  tie  cases  of  Taylor  and  others  were 
withdrawn  from  the  Commission  by  this  G-overnment,  and  yanoaa  cases 
against  the  United  States  were  afterwards  withdrawn  by  the  agent  of 
France.  The  case  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  ts.  The  (Jnited  States,  So, 
211  on  the  docket  of  the  Commission,  is  tbaaded  npon  the  following 
facts: 

The  claimants  allege  that  they  owned  a  large  nnmber  of  bales  of  cot- 
ton, sitnated  in  Louisiana,  which  were  seized  by  the  tieet  nnder  Ad- 
miral Porter  and  taken  to  Cairo.  Thereafter  judicial  proct'ediuga 
were  begun  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States,  and  the  case  was. 
carried  on  appeal  to  its  ultimate  resori:  in  the  Supreme  Coart  of  the 
United  States,  the  decision  in  each  instance  being  adverse  to  the  inters 
ests  of  the  Messrs.  Le  More. 

White  the  proceeding  was  in  the  natnre  of  an  action  in  rem,  it  is  a 
veU-koown  fact,  and  appears  in  the  records  of  this  Department  and  of 
the  court,  that  the  claimants  were  represented  by  counsel  at  every 
stage. 

While  the  case  was  still  pending,  the  representatives  of  the  French 
Oovemment  in  Washington,  and  the  Messrs.  Le  More  directly,  entleav- 
ored  to  obtain  a  consideration  of  their  claim  by  this  Departmeut.  This 
request  was  uuiformly  declined,  and  it  was  held  tbat  the  claimants 
should  first  exhaust  their  legal  remedies  before  appeahng  to  diplomatic 
actioD.  After  the  case  lia<l  been  decided  in  the  Snpremc  Court,  a  mo- 
tion for  a  rehearing  was  made  by  the  claimant's  connsel  on  the  ground 
of  nn  alleged  error  in  the  record  prejudicial  to  the  claimant's  rights, 
which  motion  was  refused;  and  a  subsequent  request  having  been 
made  to  this  Department  to  reoonstder  the  case  diplomaticall.y  on  the 
gronnd  of  a  failare  of  justice  to  the  parties,  an  adveme  deeisiuii  was 
r«Ddered,  as  nothing  was  fonnd  in  the  proceedings  authorizing  a  re- 
eoDrse  to  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government. 

This  claimj  therefore,  does  not  differ  in  principle  fi'om  that  of  Taylor, 
and,  in  fact,  ic  appears  even  more  clearly  to  have  been  finally  dis[)m«a 
of  judicially  by  competent  authority. 

The  claim  of  Mr.  Taylor  was  founded  upon  the  seizure  by  a  French 
cruiser  of  petroleum  owned  by  him,  laden  apon  a  German  vessel  called 
the  Magdalena,  and  Mr.  Ontrey,  in  his  note  of  November  18,  1881, 
•ays: 

This  case  liaving  been  ileoided  in  Fruooe  by  th«  prize  court,  ami  aftern  unlit,  oq 
■ppral,  by  tfae  coDDcil  of  StKte,  the  agxul:  of  the  Freoob  Governineiit  befoTe  ibe  (Joni- 
■iHiaa  baa  invoked  the  BElpnlatioDs  of  Article  II  of  the  eooventlon  of  Jannarj-  IK, 
litW,  nqaeatlng  the  axent  of  the  UiiiC«d  8tiite«  GovenimeDl  to  withdraw  il  befura 
KtioD  in  the  cose  is  taken  hj  the  Commisaioii. 

And,  father: 
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that  those  powers  should  be  ezeroiaed  only  within  the  rieorauB  limite  fixed  hy  them, 
and  they  have  never  dreamed  of  authorizing  the  commiBaionenitoenlarxe  their  sphere 
of  action  by  leaving  the  interpretation  of  the  claases  of  the  treaty  to  them. 

Now,  during  the  uegntiation  of  the  convention  of  1880,  it  was  well  understood  that 
neither  of  the  oontructing  parties  would  consent  to  any  revision  of  decisions  pro- 
nounced within  its  territory  by  competent  authorities  lu  any  form  whatever.  In 
order  to  meet  such  a  case,  Article  U  formally  and  explicitly  provides  that  the  CotU' 
mission  shall  not  decide  any  claim  that  either  (roveruiiient  has  already  caused  to  l>« 
settled  either  dip1omaticsllv,juriiciaIfii,  or  olhtrmiie  bg compelenl  authorities.  Accord- 
ing to  OUT  views  the  case  of  the  Magdalena  bus  been  Judicially  settled,  since  it  ba* 
been  passed  upon  by  two  bodies  invested  with  judicial  powers,  1  am  aware  that 
diiferent  doctrines  have  been  laid  down  with  regard  to  the  weight  to  bo  attached  to 
the  deciNions  of  prize  courts ;  it  does  not  seem  to  me,  however,  that  this  is  a  proper 
time  for  the  discussion  of  those  doctrines,  for,  even  artioitting,  for  the  moment,  that 
the  case  of  the  MaAdnleiia  is  not  to  be  considered  as  having  been  Judicially  decided, 
it  canuot  be  denied  that  it  comes nnder  the  bead  of  those  which  have  been  otherwise 
decided  by  oompeteut  authorities. 

On  the  17tb  Deceml^er,  1881 ,  Mr.  Blaine  wrote  to  Mr.  Oatrey,  atatiog— 


n  repnblics 

And  he  further  stated  that  the  a^ent  and  counsel  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  would  be  instructed  to  withdraw  the  claim  of  Taylor, 
and  thatin  taking  tliis  view  of  the  question  he  (Mr.  Blaine)  was — 

Itilluenced  in  no  small  mcasnro  by  the  earnest  deairc  felt  by  this  Grovoniment  10 
give  full  etffct  to  the  spirit,  no  less  tban  to  the  letter  of  the  second  article  of  the  cuu- 
veiition,  and  by  thus  wicbholdinj:  from  the  cognizance  of  that  international  tribnnal 
any  claioi  which  may  have  already  been  made  the  stibject  of  inqniry  and  detemiina- 
tinn  by  the  competent  authorities  of  France,  avoid  any  occasion  for  making  the  eom- 
petencjof  such  prooeedinus  the  subject  ol' qneslioo  or  review.  That  the  French  Gov- 
emoieut,  animated  by  a  tike  disposition,  will  parane  a  aiiuitar  course  with  nt^ard  to 
any  claims  presented  for  the  consideration  of  the  Commission  on  behalf  of  citizens  of 
France  against  the  United  States,  which  shall  be  found  to  have  already  been  in- 
quired into,  and  decided  cither  diplomatically.  Judicially,  or  otherwise  by  the  com- 
petent authorities  of  the  United  Sl«tea,  I  do  not  allow  myself  to  doubt. 

On  the  21st  December,  1S81,  Mr.  Outrey  wrote  me  aa  follows : 
I  need  uot  add  that  on  our  part  we  shall  strictly  observe,  the  case  arising,  the  lent 
interpretation  given  by  mutual  cousent  to  Article  II  of  the  oonvention  of  Jauiiarvl5, 

leeo. 

Pursuant  to  the  aRreement  thus  arrived  at,  several  cases  have  been 
withdrawn.  But  while  the  case  of  Le  More  &  Co.  was  some  time  since 
brought  to  the  attention  of  Mr.  Boustiiti,  and  while  1  understood  that 
our  views  harmoiiized,  and  while  several  conversations  have  taken 
place  with  regard  to  it,  it  appears  to  be  still  pending  before  the  (Jom- 
missiou,  and  I  am  now  informed  that  that  lK>dy  purposes  to  force  it  to 
trial  notwithstanding  the  negotiations  which  have  taken  place  aod  the 
farther  negotiations  which  are  now  pending. 

Tlie  case  is  clearly  one  which  has  been  disposed  of  by  a  competent 
tribonal.  It  has  been  decided  in  regular  gradation  by  the  inferior  courts 
of  the  United  States  and  by  its  highest  court  of  final  resort  This  is 
not  denied,  and  while  it  has  been  contended  in  rx>nversation  that  the 
Supreme  Court  bad  not  jurisdiction  of  the  case,  a  conclusive  answer  to 
this  assertion  is  found  in  the  fact  that  the  very  point  was  made  before 
the  court,  and  the  conrt  in  terms,  and  expressly  decided  that  it  had  jiiris- 
diction  over  the  case.  Thin  deeision  cannot  but  be  regarded  as  final, 
and  as,  to  quote  Mr.  Outrey's  words,  "  during  the  negotiation  of  ttie 
convention  of  1880,  it  was  well  understood  that  neither  of  the  contract- 
ing parties  would  consent  to  any  revision  of  decisions  pronounced  within 
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iCa  territory  by  competent  antborities  \a  any  form  wbatever,"  and  as  the 
case  of  Le  More  has  been  judicially'  settled,  since  it  has  been  passed 
npon  by  three  bodies  invested  with  judicial  powers,  I  have  to  request 
that  the  agent  on  behalf  of  the  Kepubhc  of  France  before  the  French 
American  Gommisaiou  be  instructed  to  withdraw  this  claim  from  the 
conaiderstioD  of  that  body. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  sir,  the  renewed  assurances  of  my  highest  oon- 
81  deration. 

FEBD'K  T.  FEELIN6HUY8EN. 

Mr.  Horace  Dbnavi. 


Mr.  Bouitan  to  Mr.  Davi». 

Wabhinqion,  January  7, 1884. 
Ht  Dear  Mr.  Datis  : 

I  called  at  the  State  Departmentat  1  o'clock  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
you  some  explanations  with  regard  to  the  situation  of  the  case  of  Mr. 
Lr  More,  referring  to  your  letter  of  today. 

I  thought  that  you  would  have  received  a  copy  of  the  letter  ad- 
dressed by  Mr.  J.  Ferry  to  Mr.  Morton  on  the  37th  of  December  last, 
bat,  as  I  was  informed  by  Mr.  Hunter,  you  have  received  only  an  ex- 
tract from  that  letter.  1  therefore  send  you  a  copy  of  its  full  text, 
which  I  have  received  by  telegraph.  I  will  call  to-morrow  at  11  o'clock, 
ia  order  to  talk  with  you  of  this  matter,  unless  you  are  otherwise  en- 
eaged. 

Truly,  yours, 

TH.  ROUSTAN. 
Son.  John  Davis. 


tldcloiara.) 

Ctpy  of  a  httrr  addreattd  by  Mr.  Ferry ,  prttideni  of  the  council.  tutnSittr  of  fureign  af- 
fain.  to  Mr.  ilorioH,  minuter  of  the  fTnited  Stata,  utider  date  of  December  27.  1063. 
Ton  were  plpased  to  communicate  to  me  on  the  2iA  instant  a  tele(,Tam  from  Mr. 
FreliDghDywii,  In  relation  In  the  claim  bmught  anninst  tlie  UnilMl  Stattm  by  Mr. 
1*  Uure,  a  French  citizen,  autl  laiil  liofore  the  Mixed  CnrnmiBaion  sitting  at  WiwhiDg- 
ton.  The  bounnihle  Socrutary  of  State  of  the  United  Statoe  desired  that  the  decision 
ot  this  claim  Hbonld  l>e  iKwtponed,  in  order  that  tlie  two  Qoveminonta  might  tbua  be 
enabled  to  decide  whether  it  wtut  not  proper  for  it  to  he  withdrawn,  According  to 
Article  II  of  the  treaty  of  1»W. 

.  With  a  view  to  complyiug  witli  this  desire  I  at  ouce  telegraphed  to  our  comials- 
(inner  at  WHsbiuglnD  not  to  opnoHc  the  desired  pustiHineinent.  It  aiiiirars.  however, 
frnm  Hr.  Lefaivre's  Tfply,  Ihnt  by  a  unaninions  decision,  a^er  a  formal  delilierntion, 
ttw  Commission  ordered,  on  tli«  19tli  of  I>eceml)er,  tbut  Mr.  LeMore'B  cam  shonld  bs 
nbmittvd  to  it  on  the  2-4lli  instant.  Tliis  decision,  in  wliicb  thn  American  Commis- 
sioaer  acquiesced,  as  did  attui  the  Bruzilian  oommisKloner,  evidently  cliaD|;eB  the  con- 
dition of  the  qneslion  ;  to  the  doubts  which  existi'd,  and  which  sliould  have  innred 
In  the  t)euefit  of  the  claimant,  it  adds  a  presumption,  and,  as  it  were,  a  kind  of  bc- 

J Diced  right,  of  the  licneUt  of  which  it  does  not  aeem  possible  to  deprive  him.  It 
ow  not  apiiear,  moreover,  by  what  right  <me  of  the  two  Governments  could  interfere 
in  order  to  cause  the  postponement  of  a  decision  adopted  by  the  Commission,  which 
slone  has  power  to  deciile  uiion  the  order  in  which  its  work  is  to  bo  performed.  In 
Ibis  state  of  things,  it  has  seemed  proper  to  me  to  &linw  the  proceedlnus  to  take  their 
own  coarse,  the  Coinmission  lieiog  the  proper  judge  of  the  iiiestiou  Whether  Hr.  Le 
Hare's  claim  should  be  withdrawn  for  a  roaeoD  based  npon  Articln  II  of  the  treaty  of 
1^,  which  is  the  taw  by  which  it  is  governed.  I  will  thank  you  to  inform  Mr. 
Pielinghuyseu  of  the  reasons  which  liave  preveuted  ine  from  complying  with  liis  ve- 
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No.  26. 

Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Routtan. 

Dkpaetment  op  Statb, 

Waahington,  January  7,  1884. 
SlB:  Referring  to  tbe  letter  which  the  Secretary  of  State  addressed 
to  Mr.  Deiiaiit,  on  the  27th  December  Inst,  in  reference  to  tbe  ease  of 
O.  A.  La  More  &  Co.,  No.  211,  before  the  French- American  Claims  Gom- 
mission,  I  hare  the  honor  to  request  you  to  instruct  the  agent  on  the 
part  of  the  liepublic  of  France  to  delay  action  in  the  matter  before  the 
Gommisflion  for  tlie  present  and  until  the  two  Governments  shall  have 
finally  disposed  of  tbe  question  alluded  to  in  that  note. 

Accept,  sir,  the  reneweil  aosuraiice  of  my  high  con^iderattoo. 
JOHX  DAVIS. 
Acting  Secretary. 
Mr.  Thbodorb  J.  Boustan. 


Mr.  RovBtan  to  Mr.  FrelinghHjfteK. 

Leoatioh  of  France  in  the  United  States, 

Washington,  January  11,  1884. 
Mr,  Secretary  op  State  : 

After  tbe  receipt  of  tbe  communications  which  you  addressed  to  this 
legation  on  the  27th  ultimo  and  the  7th  instant,  relative  to  the  Le  Here 
case,  I  had  a  conversation  on  Tuesday  last  with  the  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  State,  to  whom  I  communicated  a  letter  written  by  the  president 
of  the  council  to  Mr.  Morton,  on  the  27th  ultimo,  in  which  the  Teasoiu 
were  stated  why  Mr.  Jules  Ferry  deemed  it  to  be  his  duty  to  leave  the 
question  to  be  decided  by  the  Claims  Commiasiou. 

Mr.  John  Davis  made  several  observations  to  me  on  this  subject,  es- 
pecially with  regard  to  the  scope  which  Mr.  Ferry  seemed  inclined  to 
give  to  the  decision  of  the  Commission  bearing  date  of  the  19th  nttimo, 
which  put  the  case  on  tlie  docket  for  the  28ih  of  that  month,  and  he 
insisted  that  tbe  French  Government  should  consent  to  having  this  case 
postponed  by  the  Commission,  and  that  the  negotiations  should  be  re- 
sumed which  took  place  between  ua  last  summer,  and  at  tbe  coDclosion 
of  which  I  addressed  a  report  to  my  Government  relative  to  the  Le  Hor« 
claim.  I  telegi-aphed  a  report  of  that  conversation  to  Paris,  and  I 
now  have  the  honor  to  communicate  to  you  the  reply  which  I  have  re- 
ceived on  this  subject. 

The  president  of  the  council  infonns  me  that  the  observations  pre- 
sented by  the  United  States  Government,  which  are  reproduced  iq  my 
report  of  last  year,  have  not  dispelled  the  doubts  which  exist  in  the 
mind  of  the  French  Government  as  to  whether  Mr.  Le  Here's  claim 
should  be  considered  as  having  been  previously  settled. 

The  president  of  the  council,  thinking  that  the  claimant  ought  to 
hare  tbe  benefit  of  tbe  doubt,  does  not  consider  that  it  would  be  proper 
for  him  to  deprive  Mr.  Le  More  of  the  last  resort  that  remains  to  him. 
He  thinks  that  under  these  circumstances,  and  in  view  of  the  diffisrenoe 
of  opinion  on  this  subject  between  tbe  two  Governments,  it  is  proper 


FBENCH  AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS  COMMISSION.  25 

to  leave  it  to  the  Mixed  Oomniiseion  to  decide  the  qnestion  by  exatniniDg 
tfaoroaghly,  sccoidiug  to  Article  II  of  the  treaty  of  1880,  whether  Hr. 
Le  Mora's  claim  should  be  decided  b.v  it  fthe  Mixed  CommissioD). 

I  tmst,  Air.  Secretary  of  State,  that  this  method  of  settlement,  which 
leaves  the  principle  of  the  matter  intact,  will  secure  the  adhesion  of 
the  United  States  OoTemment. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assorauoee  of  my 
highest  consideration. 

TH.  ROU8TA.N. 

Bon.  Fb£DBRICK  T.  Frblinghuysen, 

Secretary  of  State  oftke  United  Stata,  WatkingUm. 


Mr.  Frelinghvysen  to  Mr.  Boiutan. 

Depabtuknt  op  State, 

WaahingUm,  Jamuars  10,  1881. 
SiB:  With  reference  to  previous  correspondence  on  the  subject,  I 
have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yoar  note  of  the  11th 
mstant,  in  relation  to  the  case  of  Le  More. 

Adding  that  the  Department  has  communicated  with  Mr.  Morton  on 
the  subject,  I  beg  you  to  accept,  sir,  a  renewed  assurance  of  my  highest 
eonsideration. 

FREDERICK  T.  FBELIM6HDYSBN. 
Mr.  Thbodobb  Roust  ah. 


Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  BUiint. 

Ho.  63.]  ISGATION  OF  THE  UHITED  StATEB, 

Porta,  October  13, 1881. 
Sib:  At  the  suggestion  of  several  parties,  appointed  commissioners 
tt  Paris  to  take  testimony  in  support  of  certain  American  claims  pre- 
MDted  before  the  Franco- American  Commission,  and  who  had  been  dd- 
tble  to  secure  the  attendance  of  French  witnesses,  I  addressed  a  noto 
to  Hr.  B.  St.  Hilaire,  inquiring  if  there  were  no  means  of  compelling  th« 
attendance  of  such  witnesses.     He  replied  that  he  knew  of  none. 

I  inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  my  note  and  also  of  the  answer  of  Hr.  B. 
St.  Hilaire,  with  a  translation  of  the  same.     As  I  understand  Mr.  Bont- 
veil  is  desirons  of  seeing  this  correspondence,  I  respectfully  suggest 
that  it  be  oommanioated  to  him. 
I  h&ve,  &0., 

L.  P.  MORTOM. 


^d  by  Google 
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Mr.  MorlOH  to  Mr.  B.  St.  Hllaire. 

tiBOATiON  OF  TH»  United  Statks, 

I'arii,  Aitgmtt  16,  l<Mt. 
Sir:  Informatioa  liiU)  r^ncliMl  uie  fh>in  sevitral  parties,  wbo  hmve  been  appointed 
eoniini Hail) □  era  at  PuriB  for  lEie  piirpOM  of  receiving  teatimun^  in  claims  broaght 
against  the  French  Governnieat  before  the  Franco- A mericau  Claims  Commisaion,  sit- 
ting ill  Wasljiugton,  tbat  mauf  of  tbe  witnesses  refuse  voluntarily  to  appear.  I  have 
to  request  of  J'our  excellency  tij  be  so  good  as  to  inform  me  whether  anch  persons  can 
be  compelled  to  appear  and  testify,  and,  if  so,  what  stops  are  to  be  taken  to  secnre 
anoh  attendance.  1  would  also  be  grateful  to  your  excellency  to  inform  me  whethet 
it  is  the  purpose  of  tbe  French  Oovernrnpnt  to  have  their  conusel  appear  before  the 
eomniiasi oners  above  mentioned,  in  order  to  oross-eiamine  the  witnesBos  of  tbe  claim- 
ants.    An  early  reply  to  this  Inqoiry  by  your  excellency  will  be  highly  appreciated 

Your  eicellcDcy'a  most  obedient,  &c., 

h.  P.  MOBTON. 
His  Excellency  M.  B.  St.  Hilaire. 

Minater  of  For^gn  Again,  Paria. 


[Tmalttim.] 
Hr.  St.  Hilaire  to  Mr.  Morton. 

Paris,  Augutt  18,  1881, 
Sir  :  In  yoar  letter  of  tbe  I6th  of  this  month,  yon  bare  bad  tbe  goodness  to  speak 
•f  the  difficulties  which  stand  in  the  way  of  tbe  eieciition  of  mandatefi  itsned  in  onler 
to  receive,  in  Paris,  depositions  in  support  of  American  claims,  presented  to  the 
Mixed  Commission  in  Washington.  Several  of  the  witnesses  rofnsiug  to  ros)tond  to 
the  BnnimouH,  which  has  been  addressed  to  them,  yon  ask  whether  it  is  poBHible  to 
compel  them  to  appear;  besides,  you  esprsHs  a  wish  to  know,  if  it  enters  into  oor 
designB,  that  a  French  delegate  be  prcnent  at  the  exaoiinatious  l-o  pructed,  if  it  is 

I  hapten  to  convey  to  you  the  opinion  that,  to  my  knowledge,  there  does  not  eiiart 
in  onr  legislation  any  text,  the  provisioDs  of  which  oould  be  appealed  to  in  order  to 
compel  witnesses  to  comuly  with  a  summons  which,  in  this  case,  does  not  proceed 
ftom  a  competent  Judicial  authority.  The  regulations  of  the  Commission  alWasbing- 
tou  say.  moreover : 

"Cju'eu  France,  et  dans  sea  posseesions,  lea  deposition 
tout«  personne  autorls^  par  lea  loia  fruut^aises  k  les  r 
jnridiction  ordinaire." 

We  do  not  see  in  these  cases  any  motive  for  direct  interference  in  the  inquests  to 
which  you  allude,  our  agent  in  the  Commission  remaining  exclusively  intrusied  with 
*!.-  :^i.:^.: !■  _.. .^j  f^^  taken  during  the  procedure  in  tbe  iulereats  of  the 


B.  ST.  HILAIRE. 


No.  30. 
Mr.  frelinghuygen  to  Mr,  Morton. 

[TeHgrani,] 

Washington,  December  Ifi,  1883. 
Morton,  Minister,  Paris : 

Ask  foreign  office  whether  Albert  C.  Janin  has  been  appointed  fts- 
iistant  coansel  before  the  Frencli-American  Oomtnisaion ;  if  not,  what 
his  official  poaition  there  is. 

FBELUT6HITV8BN. 


,Goo'^[c 
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(TBle«T»io.) 

Morton,  Minister,  Paris : 

Ask  if  Giffurtl  would  prefer  Basle  if  it  can  be  arranged ;  he  can  keep 
hie  present  )>o8t  if  be  wiaties. 

-  FRELIKGHUrSBN. 


Xo.  31. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Morton. 

So.  402.]  Dbpahtmbnt  of  Statb, 

Washington,  December  17, 1883. 
Sib  :  The  following  telegram  was  seut  to  yoa  on  the  15th  instant : 

ilk  foreign  offloe  whether  Albert  C.  Jauin  hfut  b«eii  appointed  OMintant  coniu) 
berara  the  Franch-Americau  Comuiission ;  if  not,  wbal  bis  official  povitiou  there  ia. 

I  am,  &c., 

FRED'K  T.  FRELIMGHUYSEH". 
Lbti  p.  Mobton,  Esq.,  Paris. 


Mr.  Frelingkuyxen  to  Mr.  Morton. 

[Telegnm.] 

■Washirqton,  December  21, 1883. 
HoBTON,  Minister,  Paris  : 

Case  of  Le  More,  two  hundred  eleren,  before  French  CommiiHion, 
nnder  discnssion  with  French  minister,  being  claimed  by  us  as  not  within 
jarisdiction  of  Commission  nnder  agreement  in  uaae  of  Taylor  against 
France,  minister  has  not  replied  to  our  last  communication.  Meanwhile, 
French  counsel  nrgecase  to  trial.  Ask  that  instructions  be  sent  to  delay 
action  on  this  case  until  after  return  and  conference  with  Mr.  Bonstan. 
flaste  is  necessary. 

PEELINGHtTYSEN. 


No.  .33. 

Mr.  Morton  to  Mr,  Frelinghuysen. 

Xo.  463.)  PARia,  December  21, 1883. 

Sib:  Upon  receiving  your  telegram  of  the  15th  instant,  with  refer- 
(iDi«  to  the  official  position  of  Mr.  Albert  C.  Janin  before  the  French 
and  American  Commission,  application  was  immediately  made  to  the 
foreign  office  for  the  desired  information,  and  I  hare  this  day  received 
an  answer,  addressed  to  Mr.  Brulatour,  ttie  substance  of  which  I  have 
communicated  this  day  by  telegraph,  stating  that  Mr.  Janin  had  been 
recently  appointed  assistant  counsel  of  the  French  agency  before  the 
Commission. 

I  inclose  herewith  copies  of  your  telei^ram  and  of  mine,  with  a  copy 
and  translation  of  Mr.  Ferry's  note. 
1  have,  &C., 

LEVI  P.  TAORTOS.    , 

,    I  t_iOOgk' 
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Mr.  Ftrry  Ut  ifr.  Brutaiour. 

Pabis,  JhoeaiheT  30,  1803. 
our  letter  of  the  17th  iustaut,  yon  have,  iu  b«lulf  of  your  Oor«riiiaBDt, 
he  deaire  of  knowing  what  is  esAcCty  the  pcwUion  of  Mr.  Albert  Juiin 
with  the  Commiiaion  of  the  Franco- American  Claima  at  WRshlngton. 

I  hasten  to  inform  voa  that  Mr.  Albert  Janin  haa  recently  been  appointed 
oannael  of  the  Krench  agency  near  the  afoceaaid  OommiMion. 
Pleaae  receive,  Sec, 

.IULE8  FERBT. 

Mi.  BRUt.A.TOVK, 

ChuTfi  dif Affaire*  of  ite  U»il«d  8taU». 


Mr.  FreUrtghitittn  to  Ur.  Morion. 
HOBTON,  Mintilo',  Paru : 

lei  Albert  C.  Janiu  haa  been  app 

ftn  ComnliBaioD  :  if  not.  what  hia  o , 

FKEUNOHUrSBH. 
Seceived,  Paria,  December  15. 


ITeleBnuB.l 
Mr.  Morton  to  the  Seoretart  of  State. 
Frkunohutsbn,  ^MH-clory,  lFaeki%glon: 

I  am  informed  ofBcially  that  Mr.  Albert  C  Janin  basreoently  been  appointed  aaai 
oouDBel  of  the  French  agency  before  the  Kranoo-AmBricau  CommiaMon. 

MORTON. 


PAXia,  Deoembtr  21,  II 


No.  34. 
ITsIecnUB  raoelTed.] 

Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  FrelinffkuyMH. 

Paris,  December  28, 1883. 

Fbelinohuybbn,  Secretary,  Waakington: 

French  miuister  answers  to-daj  your  request  to  delay  trial  of  case  of 
Le  More  before  Mixed  Commission  that  he  is  informed  theCommiasion  de- 
cided unanimously  on  tJie  19th  to  try  the  case  on  the  28th,  and  that 
American  comniissioDer  and  Brazilian  umpire  agrued  to  this. 

MOBTON, 


No.  35. 
Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  FreUngkuym, 

No.  467.]  Legation  of  the  United  States, 

Paris,  January  3, 1884. 
SiK :  Beferring  to  yoar  telegram  recuved  on  the  2lBt  ultimo,  reqaest- 
ing  roe  to  apply  tor  delay  in  the  trial  of  the  case  of  Mr.  Le  More,  pend- 
ing before  ^e  Franco-American  OommtHsion,  vhioh  application  waa 
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made  tbe  same  day  in  writing  and  verbally,  I  bave  the  honor  to  send  here- 
with copy  and  translation  of  the  answer  of  the  minister  of  foreiga  afTairs. 
I^iB  answer  reached  me  on  the  28th  altimo,  after  oar  bags  were  closed. 
Its  sabstaoce  was  immediately  telegraphed  to  yon, 

I  also  inclose  copies  of  the  telegram  received,  and  of  my  telegraphic 
lesiranse. 

I  have,  &o., 

LEVI  P.  MOETON. 


Mr.  fVtUnghitiiiai  to  Mr.  Marten. 
Monov,  MtnUter,  Parit : 

CiBBof  Le  More,  tiro  hundred  eleven,  before  French  Com  mission,  under  disoiiwiMi 
vithFienoh  minister,  belnir  claimed  l>y  tis  as  not  within  JuriBdiation  iif  Gommisaiou, 
BUdtt  ■cleemeot  in  case  of  Tsjior  ftKainsI  France,  miniiter  has  not  replied  to  onr  last 
eommamcation.  Meanwhile,  French  connsel  arga  ease  to  trial.  Adi  that  instmo- 
t  to  delay  action  on  this  case  until  after  retom  and  coaference  with  Mr. 

FBELINOHUrSBN. 
WuMUiOTON.     (Svoeivad  DecNnbei  31.) 


Jfr.  Morton  to  tbt  Dfparttneitl  of  Slate.      ^^ 

PuUMOHuraxv, 

BeereUry,  Waahinflon  : 
FisDch  miulster  answers  to-davjoor  request  Ui  delay  trial  of  oaae  of  Le  More  before 
Mixed  Comniinion  that  he  is  inniriaed  the  Comiuiwion  decided  ananiinoosly  ou  the 
tlHh  to  try  the  case  on  the  28th,  and  that  American  ooniinbeioner  aud  Braiiliaa  ucn- 
Dire  aereed  to  this. 

MORTON,  Minitler. 
Puu,  D»)tmhT2B,  1883. 


Jfr.  Ferry  to  Mr.  Morton. 

Pahia,  iJMembm-  37,  imi. 

Bu :  On  the  3Sd  ioatant  you  had  the  ^^oodnesB  to  oommnnioate  to  me  a  telegram 
&Dm  Mr.  FrelingbuyBHD  rufative  to  a  claim  brought  by  Mr.  Le  More,  a  Frenchman, 
lad  taken  bvfore  the  Hiied  Commiasion  at  WaahinEton.  The  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  United  Utstes  wished  that  the  Jndffment  of  this  claim  should  be  adjourned  in 
Older  to  allow  the  two  OoTsmments  to  decide  whether  it  should  not  be  withdrawn  in 
Tjrtaeaf  ArticlH  II  of  the  treaty  of  1B80. 

In  accordance  with  this  deaire,  I  immediately  telegraphed  to  our  commissioner  at 
Wishinston  not  to  object  to  the  proposed  adjoummeut.  But  it  appears  fhiui  the  re- 
ply of  lb.  Lefaivre  that  "by  nnonimons  decision  of  December  19,  after  formal  delib- 
Btation,  the  CommiBSion  ordered  that  the  Le  More  matter  ahoald  be  submitted  to  it 
M  the  Sttth  instant." 

This  decision  to  which  the  American  commissioner  adhered,  as  well  as  the  Bmzilian 
irhitmtor,  evidently  changes  tbe  state  of  the  ciueution.  As  to  the  doubts  which  es- 
iMeil,  and  of  which  the  fiaimant  would  have  benetil^d,  it  odds  a  preeumiitiou  and  a 
kind  of  acquired  right,  the  benefit  of  which  it  seema  to  ine  impossible  to  refuse  him. 

Besides,  it  is  difBoult  to  see  what  right  one  of  the  two  Glovemmonta  has  to  interfere 
with  the  view  of  postponing  the  execution  of  a  deciaion  of  the  Commiaaioii,  which 
ilone  has  qnality  to  decide  an  to  the  mode  of  its  proceedings. 

In  Ihia  atate  of  thinKH  it  baa  appeared  to  me  to  )>e  desirable  to  allow  the  procedure 
lu  portne  ita  conrse,  the  commission  reuiaiiiitig  judge  of  the  question  whether  the 
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clajm  should  be  set  aaide  by  virtue  of  Article  II  of  the  treaty  of  1880  which  for  it  ia 

I  shall  he  obliged  if  yon  will  have  the  goodnesa  to  inform  Hr.  FrelinghnyaBD  with 
reference  to  (he  motivea  which  it  eceme  to  me  wonld  not  allow  me  to  conform  to  his 
wisbee. 
Receive,  &.c, 

JULES  FERRT. 
Mr.  MoKTOS, 

United  Siate$  IfiHMtT  at  Pari*. 


Mr.  Frelingkut/sen  to  Mr.  Morton. 

'So.  424.]  Defastment  of  State, 

Waihington,  Jamaary  8, 1884. 

Sib:  Referring  to  recent  telegrama  in  the  cases  of  Le  More  &  Co., 
before  the  Freuch-American  Claims  Commisaion,  as  the  negotiatioDS 
have  all  taken  place  here,  I  send  you  a  ehort  statement  of  the  case,  aod 
iodoee  a  copy  of  my  note  of  the  27th  December  last  to  Mr.  Denant,  the 
charge  d'aiSairea  of  France  at  this  capital,  which  will  pat  you  in  pos- 
eession  of  the  more  important  facts. 

The  case  of  Taylor  against  the  French  Bepablic  was  baaed  upoD  the 
seizare  of  a  cargo  owned  by  the  claimant,  an  American  cidzen,  shipped 
Qpou  a  German  vessel,  seized  by  a  French  man-of-war,  condemed  by  a 
French  prize  conrt  of  original  jurisdiction,  the  condemnation  being  af- 
firmed apou  appeal. 

The  second  article  of  the  treaty  constitution  the  French-AmericaD 
Claims  Gommissiou  excludes  from  it«  jurisdiction  all  claims  which  '*bave 
been  already  diplomatically,  jndicially,  or  otherwise,  by  competent  au- 
thorities, heretofore  disposed  of  by  either  Government." 

Mr.  Outrey,  then  represeming  the  French  Bepublio  in  this  country, 
demanded  the  withdrawal  of  the  cose  of  Taylor  on  the  groaod  that  it 
hod  been  judicially  disposwl  of  by  competent  authority. 

This  contention  was  admitted  by  Mr.  Blaine,  and  after  some  delay 
and  further  corresjwudence  the  case  was  witdrawu  by  the  agent  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  before  the  Commiasioa,  acting  upon  instmc- 
tiona  received  from  the  Department. 

Mr.  Outrey  further  agreed  for  his  Government  that  the  same  principle 
should  apply  to  any  cases  on  the  part  of  French  citizens  against  the 
United  States,  and  pursuant  to  that  agreement  aeveral  caaes  have  been 
withdrawn. 

Thecaseof  G.  A.  LeMore&Co.,  No.  211,  however,  ia  still  pending,  al- 
though the  United  States  request  ita  withdrawal  aa  having  been  judicially 
diaposed  of  by  competent  authority.  There  has  been  some  conversation 
on  the  subject  between  the  French  minister,  the  Secretary  and  Assist- 
ant Uecretarj'  of  State,  and  niion  the  departure  of  the  former  upon  his 
leave  of  absence  it  was  understood,  while  not  ezprefialy  agreed,  that  the 
case  should  remain  tn  gtatu  quo  nntil  he  should  have  communicated, 
upon  his  return,  the  views  of  his  Government  upon  the  propositions  ad- 
vanced by  ua.  Prior  to  his  return,  however,  the  French  agent,  acting 
through  the  counsel  of  that  Republic,  pressed  the  case  to  trial,  and  this 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  he  is  aware  of  the  contention  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, and  that  there  are  other  cases  pending  before  the  Commission 
ready  to  be  diaposed  of,  so  that  no  delay  need  occur.    The  Oommiesion 
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not  baviDg  before  it  any  DOtice  that  the  two  GovernmeDts  agreed  to  bu«- 
penii  actioD  in  the  case,  naturally  proceeded  witb  it  and  directed  that 
it  be  set  down  for  a  hearing  on  the  28th  nltimo.  Thereupon  yoa  were 
requested  by  telejiTaph  to  ask  for  a  delay  until  the  return  of  Mr.  Roastan, 
who  was  expected  to  arrive  in  Washington  within  a  few  days,  and  who 
is  thorongfaly  familiar  with  the  case. 

I  am  now  in  receipt  of  a  not«  addressed  to  yon  by  Mr.  Ferry,  dated 
the  27th  December,  in  answer  to  your  not«  based  upon  my  telegram,  in 
vhich  he  says  that  the  Commission  having  decided  to  proceed  with  the 
case — 

ThUileciHiou  evideutly  cbaiiKen  the  staWof  the  qniiitiou  ;  to  the  duiibts  which  ex- 
ialed  uid  of  which  Ihe  clniiDunI  shnnM  have  tbp  aiivnrita);c  it  adds  s  prpxiimptioD, 
ud,  M  it  wen*,  a  bind  nf  Bcanirrd  rifrht  of  nbicb  it  does  Dot  soeni  powiblc  to  tak« 
EiaiD  him  tbe  benefit.  Od  the  other  hand,  it  i»  not  appareut  b;  whlcb  title  one  of 
the  liro  Gflvemmente  Can  inttrveno  to  caaBe  [be  poelpouetnent  of  a  decisiun  of  the 
Commiwion,  nhich  alone  haH  Ihe  power  to  fix  tbe  oivlor  of  its  work.  Under  tbeee 
drcamataiices  it  appeared  to  me  adviBablo  to  allotr  tbe  proceeding  to  follow  it«  own 
emuM,  the  CnunniiMioii  remaiuiog  the  juApa  nf  tbe  i)iieHtionB  whether  the  claiui  of 
Mr.  Le  Uore  «bonlri  be  thrown  ooC  becaaoe  of  the  provieionsof  Article  II  of  the  treaty 
of  1^  which  IB  tbe  law  for  it. 

This  Is  BO  entire  a  change  from  the  position  taken  by  the  Government 
of  tbe  Itepnblic  of  France  in  the  case  of  Taylor  that  I  cannot  but  believe 
that  Mr.  Ferry  is  acting  under  a  misapprehension  of  the  facts  of  the 
case.  In  the  first  place,  this  Government  does  not  contend  that  alone 
it  bas  the  right  to  direct  the  Commission  as  to  its  work,  or  to  demand 
tbe  BDspension  of  action  in  a  partimilar  case;  but  it  did  ask  the  Gov- 
eminent  of  France  to  join  with  it  in  such  a  request  exactly  as  the  Gov- 
ernment of  France  asked  this  Government  to  consent  to  a  suspension 
of  proceedings  in  the  case  of  Taylor  and  in  the  case  of  Chourreau  while 
diplomatic  negotiations  were  pending,  to  which  request  this  Govern- 
ment promptly  acceded.  ITor  can  I  admit  that  tbe  action  of  tbe  Com- 
misBion  in  proceeding  with  the  consideration  of  the  case  submitted  to 
them  by  Ihe  agent  of  one  Government  in  the  absence  of  any  agreement 
between  the  two  Governments  for  the  suspeusion  of  the  claim  raises 
any  presumption  or  acts  in  any  way  in  favor  of  the  claimant.  The  Com- 
miasioD  by  that  act  simply  says  tbiat  it  finds  a  certain  case  upon  its  cal- 
endar and  directs  its  trial. 

The  position  of  Mr.  Ferry  that  the  Commission  should  remain  the 
jadge  as  lo  its  jurisdiction  over  this  case  under  Article  II  is  directly 
opposed  to  tbe  contention  of  Mr.  Oatrey,  to  which  tbe  Government  aa- 
teuted,  and  pursuant  to  which  tbe  case  of  Taylor  was  withdrawn  as 
stated  in  his  note  of  November  18. 1881 : 

In  inresting  tbe  ComiMiaaian  with  abgolate  powers,  and  in  according  to  itad^ciaionfl 
■  thtraoter  of  finality  from  whicb  there  is  no  appeal,  the  two  Governments  intended 
llut  Ibene  powers  shonlil  be  eieroisedonly  within  the  rigorous  limits  fixed  by  tbem, 
uhI  Ihey  bave  never  dreamed  of  antborizing  tbe  commisaionerH  to  enlarge  Iheic 
■phien  of  action  bj  leaving  tbe  Interpretation  of  tbe  olanies  of  the  treaty  to  them. 

And  again: 

Now,  dnring  the  negotiftling  of  the  convention  of  1880,  it  was  welt  understood  that 
Mitberof  tbe  contracting  partiei  would  conaeut  to  any  revision  of  decision  prononDoed 
■itbin  its  territoir  by  conipetent  authority  in  any  f<irm  whatever.  In  oiuer  to  meet 
•Qch  a  caoD,  Article  it  formally  and  explicitly  provides  that  the  Commission  shall  not 
decide  any  claim  that  either  Oovemment  bas  already  caused  to  be  settled  either  diplo- 
matirally,  jndioially,  or  otherwise  by  competent  anthority. 

The  facts  of  the  Le  More  case,  as  stated  in  the  in^osed  note  to  Mr. 
Denant,  show  that  it  has  been  judicially  decided  bytbe  district,  circoit, 
and  Supreme  Courts  of  tbe  United  States,  in  which  latter  tribunal,  aftw 
the  final  decision,  a  motion  for  a  rehearing  was  denied. 
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At  all  the  beariDgs  of  this  case  the  olaimants  were  represented  by 
ooansel,  aod  the  question  of  jnnsdictioo  was  specifically  raised  and  ape- 
eifieally  decided  in  the  affirmative  by  the  Hapreme  Court  of  the  United 
Stat«8,  the  court  of  bighest  resort  iD  this  couutry. 

Mr.  Uonatan  will  oomnmnicate  onr  positioo  fblly  to  bis  OoveromeDt, 
bat  while  there  is  no  desire  t«  transfer  the  negotiatioos  on  this  or  other 
oases  before  the  (Jommission  from  Washington  to  Paris,  as  Mr.  Ferry 
appears  heretofore  and  before  Mr.  Houstan's  return  to  have  been  atider 
some  misapprehension  as  to  this  matter,  it  may  be  well,  and  I  saggest 
that  yon  con  verse  informally  on  the  subject  with  the  minister,  that  there 
may  be  no  doubt  as  to  our  position. 

Since  the  preparation  of  this  dispatch,  I  learn  that  Mr.  KoostaQ  will 
to  day  telegraph  to  his  Qoverument  requesting  instmctions  as  to  cod- 
senting  to  a  suspension  of  proceedings  before  the  Commission  ia  the 
Le  More  case  until  diplomatic  oegotiations  are  finished,  and  that  he 
will  immediately  send  a  copy  of  my  note  to  Mr.  Denant  to  the  foreign 
•ffloe. 

I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

FRED.  T.  FRELINGHUTSBN. 

LsTi  P.  MOBTOK,  Esq. 


(Tdatnun.) 

Mr.  FrelimghufBen  to  Mr.  Morion. 

Washinqton,  January  8, 1884. 
MoBTOH,  MUnaUr,  ParU : 

Mr.  Ferry's  letter  to  you  of  27th  December  received  fi<om  French 
minister.  Lacking  assent  of  both  Governments,  the  Freneh  Gominis- 
aion  decided  to  go  on  with  Le  More  case.  It  was  to  obtain  this  very 
■onsent  to  delay  that  the  telegram  of  December  Slst  was  sent  yoa. 
This  Government  assented  immediately  to  a  similar  request  of  the 
French  Government  iu  the  cartes  of  Taylor  and  Chourrean.  In  the 
Taylor  case  the  French  Government  did  not  deem  the  Commission  com- 
petent to  decide  upon  the  application  of  Article  II.  We  assented  to 
this  interpretation  and  the  case  was  withdrawn,  French  minister  here 
telegraphs  to-day  for  instmctions  as  to  consenting  to  suspend  acti<Hi 
pending  negotiations.  Urge  sust>enaion.  Instmction  to  you  by  ttiia 
wail. 

FRED.  T.  FRBLIMOHUYSfiN. 


No.  38. 

(TuUmun.J 

Mr.  Frelingkustai  to  Mr.  Morton. 

Washinoton,  January  11, 1883. 
HOBTON,  Minister,  Porta: 

The  French  minister  called  on  me  about  eight  mouths  ago  inaiBting 
that  what  is  known  as  the  Taylor  case  should  be  withdrawn  ttom  the 
Commission  because  it  had  beendeoided  finally  by  theooarts  of  Fnuioe, 
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ud  ooDsequeatly  did  not  fall  within  the  description  of  cases  agreed  to 
be  submitted  to  the  Gomniission-  Be  refbsed  to  submit  the  qaeetion  of 
JDriadiction  to  the  GommlHSlon,  saying  that  was  a  diplomatic  qaeHtion, 
I  agreed  vitb  him  and  directed  the  case  to  be  with<lrawn,  as  it  was 
accordingly.  The  Le  More  case  has  t>eeu  finally  decided  by  the  highest 
cuart  of  this  couutry.     I  ask  that  it  be  withdrawn. 

That  is  declined.  I  ask  that  the  case  be  not  pre8sed  at  ouce,  that 
Fiance  may  consider  the  propriety  of  my  request ;  this  is  declined,  and 
1  HID  told  that  the  case  must  proceed,  leaving  it  to  the  tribanal  to  de- 
termine the  qaestioD  of  jurisdiction ;  the  very  position  that  the  Freooh 
taiaister  protested  against  in  the  Taylor  case,  in  which  protest  I  coa- 
cnrretl.  It  is  needless  for  me  to  say  that  this  Gorernuieut  cannot  sub- 
mit to  any  rules  regulating  this  Commission  but  those  that  are  equal  to 
each  nation.  I  trust  that  directiou  will  be  giveu  that  the  case  be  de- 
layed that  this  question  may  be  in  an  amicable  manner  adjusted  satis- 
foctorily  to  both  nations.  If  it  is  not  we  will  insist  on  the  rnliog  in  the 
Taylor  case  governing  the  Le  More  case. 

I  understand  that  it  is  claimed  that  this  Grovernment  stated  Chat  the 
LoHore  case  must  be  prosecuted  to  a  fiual  hearing  in  our  conrts,  aud 
that  not  nntil  then  they  wpuld  consider  it  diplomatically. 

This  statement  was,  however,  before  the  treaty  of  1880  was  made,  ex- 
cluding from  the  Commission  all  cases  that  had  been  finally  judicially 
diiiposcd  of,  and  the  qnestiou  now  is  not  whether  that  claim  shall  b« 
diplomatically  settled,  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  is  claimed  that  it  shall  be 
deteriuiued  by  a  Commission  from  which  by  the  treaty  of  eighty  it  is  ex- 
pressly excluded. 

To  you  personally  and  confidentially  I  add  that  an  impressioo  pre- 
vails that  all  adverse  answers  in  this  case  are  inspired  by  French  oom- 
niiwioner  by  telegraph,  the  minister  not  being  consulted. 

FEELINGHUrSEN. 


Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Frel%nffhu!/»e%. 

Pabis,  January  14, 1884. 
Pbblinohuysbn,  Seeretarg,  Washington : 

Bxpect  a  written  answer  to-morrow  about  Le  More  case.  I  fear  your 
request  will  not  be  granted.  It  i»  remarked  that  in  Taylor's  ease  yoa 
igreedwilh  French  Government  that  it  had  been  tried  in  France;  in 
tbe  aanic  manner  France  agreed  with  you  that  certain  other  cases  have 
been  finally  disposed  of  in  the  United  States,  and  they  were  withdrawn, 
bat  in  the  Le  More  case  France  dissents.  She  believes  that  the  main 
point  has  nut  been  finally  decided  upon  by  American  courts,  and  sees 
DO  other  way  of  settling  this  disagreement  than  by  referring  the  matter 
to  the  Commission  itself.  Powers  of  Commission  being  about  to  expire, 
France  does  not  see  how  case  can  be  delayed. 

MOKTON, 
•  Minitter. 

H.  Ex.  235 3 
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Ur.  Morton  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyten. 

No.  478.]  Legation  op  the  United  States, 

rarig,  January  15, 1884. 

BlR :  Yoar  telegrams  of  the  9tli  and  lltfa  instant,  in  relation  to  the 
Le  More  case,  were  dnly  received,  aod  communicated  at  once  to  Mr.  Julea 
Ferry. 

My  telegram  of  the  14th  instant  gaveyon  the  substance  of  the  answer 
which  Mr.  Ferry  proposed  to  make.  This  answer  wan  received  this  morn- 
ing, a  copy  and  translation  of  which,  with  copies  of  my  tele^rram.mj 
notes  to  Mr.  Ferry,  and  of  your  two  telegrams,  I  inclose  herewith. 

I  will  add  confidentially  that  althongh  the  French  Government  has 
never  made  directly,  or  even  indirectly,  any  complaint  as  to  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Commission,  1  have  reason  to  believe  that  it  has  given  it 
very  little  satisfaction.  The  French  Government  did  not  expect  that 
the  proceedings  of  the  Commission  would  be.  so  elaborate  and  Httended 
with  such  expenses  and  costs  for  the  claimants.  They  were  under  the 
impression,  it  seems,  that  its  judgments  would  be  rendered  more  in 
equity  than  iu  law,  and  that  each  claim  would  be  promptly  and  fairly 
disposed  of  without  involving  long  and  costly  pleadings  and  charges. 
If  1  have  well  understood  intimations  made,  I  must  say  in  a  ver)'  dis- 
creet manner,  the  Krench  foreign  office  tears  that  when  the  resalts  ob- 
tained by  submitting  the  French  claims  to  this  Commission  will  be  ofB- 
oially  reported  to  the  Chambers,  a  great  feeling  of  dissatisfaction  will 
prevail.  Tliey  ascribe  this,  I  am  informed,  to  the  great  influence  of  Mr. 
Bontwell,  wbo,tbey  say,  carries  everything  his  own  way  and  upon  whom 
they  look  as  too  ketsn  a  lawyer,  one  whose  high  position  overshades  the 
plain  and  simple-minded  reprSsentativefi  of  the  French  GovemmeBt 
near  the  Commission. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  very  respectfnlly, 

LEVI  P.  MORTON. 


Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Julti  Ferrg. 


received  111  IB  mora  tug  from  my  Govern  ment  in  relation  to  tbecawof  Le  Hora,ii 
waa  the  object  of  my  verbal  mote  of  the  tWd  ultimo  to  your  exoelleuey,  sad  of  yoar  i«- 
ply  of  the-^lh. 

It  Beema  that  this  case  was  not  tried  on  the  3Btb,  aa  yoa  snppoBed  it  would  be,  *nd 
that  it  1b  still  pending  before  the  Franco  AineriosD  Commiuion. 

Mr.  FrelinebuyHeD  inslmcta  me  to  again  request  tbe  tnipension  of  tbe  trial  pi»- 
vionaly  applied  for,  aod  remarks  that  on  a  precediDK  ocoaaioQ  yout  OoTemmpnt  made  a 
Himilar  requpBt,  which  wan  promptly  complied  witb.  Ab  od  this  occasion  it  was  not 
deemed  that  the  Commission  had  authority  to  dei'ide  npon  the  application  of  article 
S,  it  is  eip«cted  that  the  same  roling  will  be  adhered  to  now,  and  that  a  reasonable 
time  will  be  olloned  for  negotiation  oatween  the  two  GovemiiiMits  ai  to  the  appliob- 
bility  of  this  article  U>  the  preaent  caae. 
I  avail  myaelf,  Ae., 

L.  P.  MOBTOll. 

Hie  Exoellenoy  Mr.  Jouu  Fbrrt, 

FrmUent  of  the  Cotmoil,  ifteitkr  of  Foreign  Afftkn,  Fofti. 
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[Tniulktira.} 

Jfr.  Ftrrj/  to  Mr.  Morton. 

Pajus,  Janaarg  M,  ISM. 

Sir  :  On  the  9th  and  I'Jth  of  thU  month  yon  were  good  enough  to  oommiinicato  fat 
ne  two  Tartber  lelegraoui  from  Mr.  FrelitiehuyBen  relative  to  th«  rlftim  broaght  by 
Mr.  Lb  More  af^ainHt  the  Government  of  the  United  Slates.  The  Si^cretary  of  St»t« 
insists  upon  a  postponement  of  this  cane  until  such  time  as  the  tiici  GnvemmenFa' 
might  cume  to  an  nnderstanding.  He  reualls  that  npon  a  prf.\'inuH  similar  occadm' 
tbe  Govpniment  of  the  United  StnTes  consented  to  the  n-ithdntnni  at  the  Tayhir 
daims.  thus  conourring  in  the  opinion  of  the  French  Goveinmnnt  which  refbaed  thtf 
CommiNiion  the  facnlty  of  deciding  with  reference  to  the  application  of  Arlicfe  n  cf 
the  treaty  of  1880. 

We  vau  bnt  admit  that  in  tbe  mutter  of  the  Taj-Ior  claim  we  tboii);ht  Bt  to  inafat 
ti)at  the  Americun  Governiuent  should  itsi' If  enforce  Article  II  of  thH  treaty  by  witV 
drairing  a  claim  which  was  evidently  contrary  to  the  (jrovigimis  of  the  said  ftrticttK 
Folloiring  the  same  doctrine,  ne  have  on  our  siilc  wtthdruvrn,  previonstoany  decisitw 
of  the  Comniisaion,  the  Cayau,  Lapliice,  aud  LaidHote  claims,  and  in  part  thePrrdrean- 
Tille  and  Perrodio  claima,  which,  in  the  opiniou  of  the  WsHhinRton  Caliinet,  as  i« 
onrs.  did  not  come  within  the  cooditious  prescribed  by  the  treaty ;  but  in  boih  caaei, 
if  tbe  two  Governments  had  not  Hiicoeeded  in  coming  to  an  iindprsranilin};  npon  th« 
intcrlucutory  qneatioD.  the  settli'iiii-nt  of  the  same  would  litci'sitarily  have  bvea  left 
to  the  CommiSBion  itself. 

Saeh  is  precisely  the  positiou  in  which  the  two  GnTerumentH  are  respectively  placaal 
at  tbe  preseoC  time  with  reference  to  tbe  htt  More  claim.  The  nbecrvutiuus  made  bj 
lhe(;ovcrDmentol'  the  United  Stales  have  not  dispelled  the  doubts  that,  in  aiir  view^ 
eiiiit  iipoD  the  point  as  to  whether  this  claim  should  ho  considered  as  having  been  pro- 
rionrfj  decided  by  competent  authorities. 

Beoce  it  appears  to  ns  impossible  to  deprive  onrcorapatriot  nf  the  last  resource  left 
wen  to  bitu.  At  the  end  of  the  telegram  annexed  to  jour  letter  of  the  liJth  Jaonarr 
Hr.  FreliuKfanysen  alludes  to  tbe  diplomatic  negotiations  bearing  upon  the  Le  M(w« 
claim  previoniily  to  IfSHO.  Our  Ifgalion  at  Washington  hss  in  fact  not  c>^an-d  to  on- 
drsvor  to  obtain  a  settlement,  never  having  admitted  that  the  queHtion  could  beeon- 
■idcred  as  having  been  finally  determined  npon  by  competent  authorities;  aud  if  all 
tba  proceedings  taken  were  interrupted  from  trVW.  it  is  precisely  be  can  pte  ia  oar  view 
the  Commission  constitnted  by  (he  treaty  of  that  same  year  was  to  be  called  apon  to 
decide  the  question  with  reference  to  which  the  Governments  had  beeo  unable  to 
tome  to  an  uudentanding. 

In  this  position  we  cannot  see  the  utility  of  the  a^lnKf"""'"!^  reqnest«d  by  tb* 
WashingtDn  Cabinet,  since  the  controversy  may  be  consideced  as  eihanst«d  after  tlis 
neeotiations  which  took  place  between  the  two  Governments  upon  the  Hnbject-m*tt«r. 
A  farther  postponement  would  have  no  other  effect  than  to  prolong  still  mora  t3i« 
period  of  work  of  the  Commission  to  the  prejiidioeof  the  interests  of  the  claimaat*. 

Mr.  Roustan  must  have  informed  Mr.  Freliughuysen  dlreotl^of  the  motivea  wUch 
do  not  permit  us  to  eoncnrin  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  United  States  Go renunent 
is  this  instance,  and  which  determine  us  to  leave  to  the  CommiHsion  thecareof  ABany 
appreciating,  according  t«  Article  II  of  the  treaty  of  It^,  whether  the  claim  oamblBisa 
the  necessary  conditions  to  bo  decided  upon  its  merits. 
Heceive,  &e,, 

JULES  F 

Hr.  HoRTOi*, 

MinittM-of  Ike  VnU*d  StaUi,  FarU. 


Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Ftrrg. 

Lboatioi*  of  IBB  UmiKD  Statb^ 

Pari*,  Jmuitmn  tS,  imk. 
Sir;  I  have  the  honor  to  MDd  herewith  a  cony  and  tranalation  of  a  tolwraai  wUA 
I  hare  teoelvad  thia  morning  from  Mr.   Frelinghaysen  in  relation  to  flu  L*  Mill 

1  <*nnot  add  anything  to  the  ■tat«ment  so  elearly  mode  by  Mr.  t'rellniflmn^ta 
this  telegram.    The  poaltioo  he  has  taken  does  not  need  to  be  anpported  by  ■■■■■iti 
iDd  I  tmat  yont  Dxceltenoy  will  not  beBitat«  to  meet  his  request  wltb  year  aen^ 
tamed  fHondly  dimosltion,  which  is  ao  cordially  redpioeatod  by  my  flnii  iw ■Miwt. 
1  avail  myself  of  this  occasion  to  renew,  it.c.. 

L.  P.  llOKtim, 
Hia  Bseellency  Mr.  Jclks  Ferrt, 

PrtMnt  of  Iht  CouncU,  Miniittr  </  Foreign  Afain,  Pmrii,  ,-.  , 
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[TalaKcam.} 

Mr.  FreU»gli%g$m  lo  JUt.  Morton. 

MOHTON,  .Viaittrr,  Pari* : 

Mr.  Ferry's  letter  to  you  of  !t7th  December  reoeived  from  Franoh  miaJBter,  looking 
•siKiit  of  lioth  Uuveracneutiii,  the  Freuoh  Commiwioa  decided  to  go  on  with  Le  Mon 
o*se.  It  naa  to  olitaic  this  rery  cooMtnt  for  delay  that  the  telegram  of  December! 
was  sent  >'na.  This  Government  asseuted  immediately  to  a  simiiai  reaarat  of  Ih« 
French  Ooveruiiieut  in  the  oaae  of  Taylor  and  ChoarreaD.     In  the  Taylor 


Frenuh  Oovernment  did  not  deem  the  CommisaioD  competent  to  decide  upon  the  ap- 
pliuation  of  Article  II.     We  asaenlvd  to  this  interpretatirfn,  and  the  oaoe  was  witn- 
Krench  niiniater  here  telegrapha  to-day  for  inBtractiona  ag  to  conaeoting  to 


•nit)ii!iiil  nctioii  pending  negotiations.     Urge  anspension.     Inatrnotion  to  you  by  this 
■uit. 

FRELUfOUUYSEN. 


Mr.  A^iN^kvyMR  to  Mr.  Morton. 

WASHDiaTON,  JammDTf  11,  1684. 
HoKTUN,  MiiittoTj  Parit: 

The  French  mitiiater  catli^d  uu  me  about  eight  months  ago,  insiiiting  that  what  ii 
kliovn  an  the  Taylor  case  should  be  withdrawn  from  the  Commission  Micaiiao  it  bad 
been  decided  finally  by  the  courts  of  France,  and  consequently  did  not  fall  within  the 
dewriptioii  of  ciuieB  agreed  to  be  aubiLitled  to  the  Commission.  He  refnsed  to  eabmlt 
the  questiuii  of  JDriadiotion  to  scoond  Conj^ress,  saying  that  was  a  diplomatic  qnM- 
tiau.  I  aereed  with  him,  and  directetd  the  case  to  be  withdrawn,  as  it  was  ftcoofd- 
iu);ly'  The  Le  More  case  haa  been  linally  decided  by  the  highest  oonrt  of  this  conn- 
I  Hsk  that  it  ha  withdrawn— that  is,  I  ask  the  case  be  Dot  prebsed  M  oace,  that 


nihiiHter  urotAdted  aK^inHt  ia  the  Taylor  cwte,  in  which  protest  I  concurred.  It  ia 
nei'illsHii  for  me  to  say  that  this  Guveroment  cannot  sulimitto  any  rule  regnlating  the 
CoitiiDlHsiiin  but  those  that  arc  equal  (a  eooh  nation.     I  truat  that  direction  win  be 


given  that  the  case  be  delayed  so  that  thia  ijuestion  may  be  in  an  amicable  msnaer 
■^iiHtoil  Hatidfactorily  to  both  natious.  If  it  is  not,  we  will  insiat  upon  the  mlingin 
the  Tay  Uir  case  governing  the  Le  Hureoow.  I  niideratand  that  it  ia  claimed  thftt  this 
Govumiiiout  Htateil  that  the  Le  Hi)re  cusu  must  be  prosecuted  to  &  final  hearing  inoor 
courta,  und  tliar  not  until  then  wniild  they  conaider  it  diplomatically.  This  rtaCs- 
ninnt.  however,  was  liefore  the  treat;  of  Ir^BO  was  uuhIh  i-xcluiling  from  the  Comntis- 
■Ion  all  uaMW  that  had  been  liually  Judicially  disposed  of;  and  the  question  now  is  not 
whether  that  claim  ahull  he  diplomatically  avttW, but, on  the  contrary,  it  is  claimed 
that  it  Hhull  he  determined  by  a  FominiHuioD  from  which,  by  the  treaty  of  18->0,  it  U 
«xunuwlv  I'xrliidod. 

PBIiLINOHUYSEN. 


[TelsKram— putif  In  clphar.l 
Mr.  Morion  to  lite  Stortlary  of  Stalt. . 

FiuHJumirvBKS,  &«r«(or)f,  WaMngUm: 

Expect  a  writtfii  answer  to-morrow  about  Le  More  cose.  I  fear  your  request  will 
not  be  granteil.  It  is  remarked  that  in  Taylor  case  you  agreed  with  French  Oovern- 
ment timl  it  had  been  tried  in  France ;  in  the  same  manner  Franoe  agreed  with  yoa 
that  Cfrtain  other  cases  had  been  finally  disposed  of  in  the  United  States,  and  tlioy 
jwere  withdrawn.  But  in  the  Le  More  case  Franoe  dissents.  She  believes  that  the 
jDain  |>»int  has  nut  been  finally  decided  upon  by  Americau  oonrts,  and  sees  no  other 
way  of  HottHne  this  disagreement  than  by  r«ferrinK  the  uiatter  to  the  ComrntuioD 
itself.  PowtTS  of  Commission  beingaboutto  expire,FrancedoeB  not  see  how  case  oaa 
Iw  delayed. 

HOBTONt 

Paws,  Jonaar*  M,  188*. 
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No.  41. 

Fbbnoh  and  Ahbbioan  Claims  Oommission,  1518  H  Stbbbt, 

Waahinffton,  D.  0.,  March  3,  1884. 
Deab  Sib  :  Id  reply  to  yoar  persooal  letter  of  the  28th  inBtant,  I 
bave  the  houor  to  inclose  a  scfaednle  which  containa  a  list  of  the  cases 
for  the  withdrawal  of  which  from  the  juBisdiction  of  the  CommisaioB 
demands  hare  been  made  by  the  sgenis  or  counsel  of  the  respective  Oov- 
eniinents.  I  have  also  added  a  staCeinent  of  the  action  had  tfaereoa. 
Very  respectfully, 

GEO.  S.  BOOTWELL, 
.  Agent  and  Oounsel  for  the  United  Statee. 
Hon.  John  Datis, 

Aetittant  Seeretary  of  8tate,  Waahinglvn,  D.  0. 
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PEBNCH    AMD    AMEHICAN    CLAIMS    COUMISSION. 


Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghv^nen. 


Fbbnoh  and  Ahebican  Claims  CouMission, 
No.  1518  H  Street, 

Washington,  May  10,  1884. 

Sib  :  I  liave  now  tbe  honor  to  submit  a  final  report  of  the  proceed- 
mgs  of  tbe  French  and  Ameriuan  Claims  Commission,  which  completed 
ita  labors  the  31  st  day  of  March  last,  as  required  by  the  treaty  between 
France  and  the  XJiiitttd  Stales,  dated  January'  15, 1880,  and  the  treatjes 
Bupplemeutal  thereto. 

Until  about  the  Ist  day  of  Janoary,  1884,  it  was  tbonght  not  to  be 
possible  to  complete  the  work  of  the  Commission  by  the  Ist  day  of 
April,  as  was  required  by  tbe  supplemental  treaty  of  Febniary  8, 1883. 
In  order  to  accomplish  the  task  the  members  aud  officers  of  tbe  Com- 
mission  were  compelled  to  devote  themselves  assiduonsly  to  tbe  work, 
and  the  proceedings  were  completed  at  the  time  named.  As  a  conse- 
quence, however,  it  was  not  practicable  for  me  to  make  any  special 
preparation  for  the  reitort  of  the  doings  of  the  CommissiOD  at  the  time 
specified.  Additional  delays  in  the  preparation  of  the  report  have  been 
caused  by  tbe  circumstance  that  the  records  of  the  various  cases — 
amounting  in  all  to  about  60,000  printed  pages — were  not  in  a  condition 
to  be  consulted  conveniently. 

By  the  first  article  of  the  ireaty  the  Commission  was  authorized  to 
receive,  consider,  and  dispose  of  "  all  claims  ou  the  part  of  corporations, 
companies,  or  private  individuals,  citizens  of  the  United  States,  upon 
the  Government  of  France,  arising  out  of  acts  committed  against  the 
persons  or  property  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  not  in  tbe  service  of 
the  enemies  of  France,  or  voluntarily  giving  aid  aud  Comfort  to  the  same, 
by  the  French  civil  or  military  authorities,  upon  the  high  8e.as  or  withm 
the  territory  of  France,  its  colonies  and  dependencies,  during  tbe  late 
war  between  France  and  Mexico,  or  daring  tbe  war  of  1870-'71  between 
France  and  Germany,  aud  the  subsequent  civil  disturbances  known  as 
the  '  Insurrection  of  the  Commuue.' " 

The  commission  was  also  authorized  to  receive  aud  pass  npoo  "all 
claims  on  the  part  of  corporations,  companies,  or  private  individoals, 
citizens  of  France,  upon  the  Oovernment  of  the  United  States,  arising 
oat  of  acts  committed  against  the  persons  or  property  of  citizens  of 
France  not  in  the  service  of  the  enemies  of  the  United  States,  or  volan- 
tarily  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the  same,  by  the  civil  or  military 
aathoritiesof  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  upon  the  high  seas 
or  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  during  the 
period  comprised  lietween  tbe  13tL  day  of  April,  1861,  and  the  20th  day 
of  August,  1^66.'' 

Under  the  authority  so  granted  to  tbe  commissioners,  19  claims  were 
presented  by  citizens  of  the  United  States  against  the  Government  of 
France,  amouuttng  in  the  aggregate  to  the  sum  of  $2,427,544.91,  ezclod- 
ing  interest.  On  the  other  hand,  726  claims  were  presented  by  or  on  be- 
half of  citizens  of  France  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
The  claims  against  the  United  States  amounted  to  $17,581,000^,  ex- 
cluding interest. 

The  claims  against  tbe  Government  of  tbe  United  States  arose  ont 
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of  tFansactions  that  occnrrad  between  the  years  1861  and  1869.  Th« 
sufferers,  for  much  the  larger  part,  were  residenta  of  the  States  engaged 
in  the  rebellion,  and  the  injuries  for  which  they  demanded  compensa- 
tion had  been  afflicted  by  the  armies  of  the  United  States,  sometimes 
b;  the  ordera  of  officers  in  conimand,  and  in  other  cases  withoat  specifio 
antbority.  Thcclaimantshadknowledgeof  the  even  tscounected  with  the 
losses  for  which  they  demaitded  compensation,  and  they  hnd,  also,  the 
meansof  gatberingand  using  whatever  testimony  was  in  existence iu  sup- 
port of  theirdemanda.  Some  of  these  claims  were  fraudulent  iu  whole,  and 
others  were  greatly  exaggerated.  The  preparations  for  the  defense  by 
the  United  Statescould  only  be  made  after  the  testimony  on  the  part  of  the 
claimants  had  been  introduced.  In  many  instances  claims  were  defeated, 
or  the  amonnte  as  set  forth  in  the  memorials  were  greatly  reduced,  by  doo- 
nmentary  evidence  obtained  from  the  various  Departments  of  the  Got- 
erument,  and  especially  from  the  papers  and  documents  known  as  the 
"Bebel  Archives."  In  a  majority  of  cases,  however,  tlie  defense  cod- 
sisted  in  large  part  of  oral  testimony,  given  sometimes  by  neighbors, 
sometimes  by  negroes  who  were  slaves  upon  the  plantations  where  the 
events  occurred,  and  sometimes  by  officers  of  the  Army  who  had  knowl- 
edge of  tbe  transactions  to  which  tbe  claims  related.  The  time  that  had 
elapsed,  and  the  defects  of  memory  were  serious  difGcutties,  which  in  some 
cases,  could  not  be  overcome.  When  the  names  of  officers  were  ob- 
tained who  were  supposed  to  have  knowledge  of  the  transactions,  inves- 
tigation and  inquiry  often  resulted  in  information  that  the  officers  had 
died  or  that  their  residences  were  unknown.  The  examinations  and  io- 
qairies  incident  to  the  defense  of  these  causes  led  to  delay  and  to  the 
expenditure  of  considerable  sums  of  money.  But,  as  the  combined  prin- 
cipal and  interest  of  the  claims  against  the  United  States  amounted  to 
aboot  $35,000,000  it  seemed  to  me  wise  to  continue  the  investigation  in 
every  important  case  as  long  ab  there  was  reason  to  believe  that  trust- 
worthy information  could  be  obtained  which  wonld  justify  the  Coro- 
missioD  either  in  making  an  award  or  in  disallowing  tbe  claim. 

In  all  the  cases  against  the  United  States  the  defense  was  managed 
by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  and  the  briefs  and  argnments  were 
prepared  and  made  in  each  case  either  by  the  connsel  or  by  some  one 
of  bis  assistants. 

In  the  causes  against  France,  special  counsel,  who  represented  the 
respective  claimants,  had  charge  of  the  several  cases,  attended  to  the 
taking  of  the  testimony,  prepared  their  briefs,  and,  in  the  main,  sug- 
gested the  mode  of  conducting  the  cause  before  the  Commission.  In 
each  case,  however,  the  counsel  for  tbe  United  States  made  an  oral  arga- 
ment  in  behalf  of  the  claim  whenever  notice  was  given  by  tbe  counsel 
for  tbe  French  Government  that  tbe  case  would  be  argued  orally  bj 
him,  or  whenever  a  request  for  an  oral  argument  was  made  by  the  conu- 
lel  for  the  claimant. 

As  the  memorials  were  filed  an  esaminatiou  was  made  Arom  time  to 
time  of  each  memorial  by  the  connsel  for  the  United  States,  or  by  bis 
aasistHiit,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  the  memorialist  had 
in  all  respects  complied  with  the  terms  of  the  treaty,  or  whether  the 
fwts  as  set  forth  in  the  memorial  justifled  the  intervention  of  a  demurrer 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States. 

JosKPH  Napolbon  Pebch:A  v.  The  United  States,  No.  3. 

Id  the  memorial  of  Joseph  Napoleon  Perchd  v.  The  United  States, 
No.  3,  the  memorialist  stated  that  he  was  bom  at  Angers,  Departmeikt 
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of  Maine  et  Loire,  France,  tbe  6th  day  of  JaDntury,  1^,  and  that  in 
the  year  1870  he  was  Datnralized,  and  became  thereby  an  American 
citizen. 

Fpon  thia  statement  of  facts  the  couusel  for  the  United  8t&t«e  de- 
murred to  the  memorial  as  not  being  Bofficient  nnder  the  treaty  nor  in 
law  for  the  claimant  to  have  or  maintain  his  claim  against  the  United 
States. 

As  this  case  was  a  leading  case,  and  as  the  discossion  in  tbe  brieft 
ftnd  by  oral  argament  treated  not  only  of  the  law  as  applicable  to  the 
cJttzensbip  of  Perch^,  but  as  much  of  tbe  argament  was  applicable  to 
analogoua  questious  that  bad  been  presented  and  were  then  pending 
before  the  Oommission,  I  introdoce  the  briefs  and  aripiments  in  the  case 
in  foil: 

Brief  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  Statet. 

STATSMENT   OF   THE   CABB. 

This  claimant  states  that  be  was  born  in  France;  that  op  to  1870  be 
was  a  French  citizen;  that  he  then  became  a  citizen  of  the  United 
Statea,  and  that  he  has  since  remained  a  citizen.  Tbe  counsel  on  the 
part  of  tbe  Unit«d  States  has  demurred  to.tlie  memorial  on  the  ground 
that  the  matters  therein  stated  are  "  not  sufficient,  under  the  treaty, 
nor  in  law,  for  the  claimaut  to  have  or  maiotaiu  his  claim  against  tbe 
United  States,"  and  thus  he  presents  to  this  honorable  Commission  tbe 
following  question,  viz:  Can  a  claimant  who,  at  the  date  of  the  con- 
elusion  of  the  treaty  establiahiug  this  Commission,  was  a  citizen  of  tbe 
United  States,  and  who  was  sach  for  some  time  prior  to  that  date,  and 
who  has  remained  such  ever  since,  recover  compensation  for  a  loss 
alleged  to  have  been  caused  by  the  authorities  of  the  United  Statesf 


Tlie  jurisdiction  of  this  ComuiisBlou  is  limited  by  the  treaty,  and  aa- 
tbority  is  given  it  to  pass  ou  those  claims  only  which  are  therein  de- 
scribed. 

The  clairasagaiust  the  United  States  which  are  described  in  the  treaty 
are  thotte  for  certain  losses  stistaiued  by  ■'  corporations,  companies,  or 
private  individuals,  citizens  of  France^ — "des  corporations,  des  com- 
pagnies  ou  de  simples  particuliers  ^^  dtoyens  fran^ia."    (Art.  I.) 

This  claimaut  is  not  a  citizen  of  Frauee — 

a.  By  the  laws  of  France.  It  is  provided  by  those  laws  that  "  La 
quality  de  fran9aiB  de  perdra  1'  par  la  natwralieation  aoquite  et>  |MJU 
(tranger,  *  •  *  3.  Enfin  par  tout  etMblissement  fait  en  pays 
stranger  sans  esprit  de  retour."  (Code  Civil  I.  i.,  t.  i.,  c.  ii,  De  la  priva- 
tion des  droits  civils,  t  s,  17.) 

Tbe  natnralizatiou  ia  admitted,  and  the  naturalization  coupled  with 
the  long  residpuce  of  the  claimaut  in  this  country  is  conclusive  evi- 
dence that  he  ia  here  "  sans  esprit  de  retonr." 

b.  By  the  laws  of  the  United  States  the  claimant  is  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  and  entitled  to  tbe  rigbte  and  privUeges  of  a  n«tive. 
(Bevised  Stetutes  of  the  United  Statett,  sec.  2I(k}.) 

II. 

By  Article  II  of  the  treaty  it  is  provided  that  the  Commission  "  shall 
be  competent  and  obliged  to  examine  and  decide  upon  all  claims  of  the 
aforesaid  character  pretented  to  tA«m  by  the  cititmu  of  «iMA-  mHtitry, 
except  ancb,"  &o. 
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The  treaty  thus  speaks  in  the  present  tenae,  anrt  bars  any  and  every 
claim  miless  the  person  proseritine  it  is,  at  the  time  of  its  pi-esentation, 
a  citizen  of  the  country  tlirongh  whoise  agency  the  claiui  is  to  be  en- 
forced. 

By  the  first  aiticle  of  the  treaty  it  is  deel^e<l  that  clainiants  againat 
the  Oorernraent  of  the  United  States  must  have  been  citizens  of  France 
at  the  time  when  th»  acts  were  committed  out  of  which  tlio  chiim  arose, 
and  therefore  it  appears  from  these  two  aitielea  of  the  treaty,  consid- 
ered together,  that  the  citizenship  which  existed  at  the  time  when  the 
claim  arose  mnst  have  been  preserved  without  iiiterruptiou  until  the 
presentation  of  the  claim  before  this  Commission. 

In  the  case  at  bar  it  is  not  only  udiuitted  but  declared  by  the  claim- 
ant that  in  the  year  lilU,  having  theretofore  been  a  French  citizen,  he 
was  naturalized  nuder  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  that  since 
that  time  he  has  been  an  American  citizen.  Therefore  he  has  no  legal 
cai>acity  under  the  treaty  to  appear  before  the  Commissiou  as  a  claim- 
ant. 

III. 

By  the  principles  of  international  law  this  claimant  is  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  ol  that  country  only,  and  to 
the  Goverumeut  of  that  country  only  can  he  look  for  protection  aud  for 
redress  of  any  wrongs  inflicted  by  its  authority. 

Where  a  person  "  by  his  own  act  has  made  liiniself  the  subject  of  a 
foreign  power,  •  •  •  it  certainly  places  him  out  of  the  protection 
of  the  United  States  while  within  the  territory  of  the  sovereign  to 
vhom  he  has  sworn  allegiance.     (The  Charming  Betsy,  2  Orauch,  64.) 

"  Having  once  acquired  u  national  character  by  residence  in  a  foreign 
country,  be  ought  to  be  bound  by  all  the  consequefices  of  it  until  he  has 
titrown  it  off,  either  by  an  actual  return  to  his  native  country,  or  to  tt>at 
where  he  was  naturalized,  or  by  cnmmeDciiig  his  removal  bonajide." 
(The  Venus,  8  Crunch,  253.) 

These  are  the  decisions  of  the  highest  judicial  aulhority  in  theUuit«d 
States,  and  they  are  supported  by  the  opinions  of  the  most  eminent 
publicists. 

Witb  regard  to  tbe  Juriailictiiia  and  authority  of  itatea  over  their  ova  proper  aab' 
jeeti  no  donbtcaa  he  roibeU;  uaAvi  the  teriu  tuljecl  may  be  inclmled  both  natlfi 
■Ddaatn-nriiMlcitizeuH.     (Phillimore,  Vol.  1,  tlmp.  XVIl,  {  CCCXVII,) 

It  has  been  Raid  that  thpHe  riites  of  Iaw  arc  applicable  to  naturalited  as  well  aa  na- 
tkt  eititean.  But  ibera  iit  a  cliua  whitih  canuot  lie,  HiriuUy  Hpeakiuf;,  included  iiuder 
dlbcr  of  these  denoiniDationi),  nametj,  the  cluaa  of  tboiie  who  liave  ceaHed  lo  reaide 
intbeir  natife  cuuntr;  and  havo  taken  up  a  jicniiatieTit  abode  [domicilium  «tii«  animo 
rrtfrUiidi)  in  another;  •  •  •  they  are  de  facto,  tliuiigli  uut  rfe  j"re,  cidzeua  of  the 
raoQtr;  of  their  domieil,     (JCCCXIX.) 

The  claimant,  however,  acknowledges  not  only  that  he  is  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States  de  facto,  bnt  also  dejure. 

Natoraliced  foreigners  are  iu  a  very  different  poaillos  from  merely  vonmoratit  atrau- 
^n.  •  *  ■  Nataralizatiou  is  uauoliy  calird  a  change  of  nationalitf.  Tbe  ukt- 
nnUiied  person  is  supposed,  for  the  purpose  of  prot«ctiOD  and  altegiance  at  least,  to 
be  ineorpoTsted  with  the  naturaliElng  countr;.     (f  CCCXXIII.) 

See,  also.  Story,  Conflict  of  Laws,  s.  48,  c.  iii;  ib.,  s.  511),  c.  XIY ; 
Fceliz,  1.  i,  t  i,  s.  2,  342 — Du  chaugemunt  de  Nationality ;  Heffter,  s> 
53;  Colquhonn's  Civil  Law,s.  393,  vol.  i,  p.  377;  ib.,  s.  389,  p.  373;  OUn- 
ther,  vol.  2,  p.  267,  anrl  pages  26ft-311,  u.  e.;  Vattel,  L  i,  o.  li^  a.  211, 
tt  uq.;  Cockbam  on  ^Nationality,  chap.  Ill,  sec  2. 


..Google 


44  FRENCH    AKIJ    AMEUICAN    CLAIMS   COMMISSION. 

IV. 

Satioiial  JQrisdiction,  like  every  other  jarisdiotion,  is  limited,  and  tha 
capacity  of  two  or  more  natioiiB  in  ttie  esercise  of  the  treaty-makiag 
power  is  limited  to  the  territory  which  they  respectively  poBaeas  aod  to 
the  persons  owing  allegiance  to  each,  respectively.  It  could  not  for  a 
moment  he  clHimed  that  the  Itepablie  of  France,  by  the  treaty-making 
power,  could  exercise  jnrisdiction  over  a  subject  of  Great  Britain ;  and 
for  a  Btrouger  reason  it  mast  be  clear  that  France  could  not  by  treaty 
obtain  Jurisdiction  over  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  except  bj  a  clear 
concession  of  the  power  on  the  part  of  the  Unired  States. 

It  is  the  primary  duty  of  every  GoveruiDent  to  protect  it*  own  citi- 
zens, and  this  duty  is  a  constant  denial  of  .a  like  power  in  any  other 
Government. 

In  January,  ISSO,  the  Republic  of  France  bad  no  jnrisdiction  over 
those  persons  who,  though  born  within  the  jurisdiction  of  France,  bad 
voluutaiily  withdrawn  tlieir  allegiance  from  that  Government  and 
transferred  it  to  the  United  States ;  and  therefore  it  was  not  competent 
for  the  Government  of  the  French  Republic  to  make  any  provisioo  by 
treaty  or  otherwise  for  the  protection  of  such  persons  or  the  enforce- 
ment of  any  of  their  rights. 

If  such  iwrsons  have  suffered  losses  their  only  remedy  is  by  a  direot 
appeal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  without  the  interven- 
tion of  any  other  power. 

This  claimant,  therefore^  has  no  right  of  action  against  the  United 
States  before  this  OommlBsion,  because  he  is  not  a  citizen  of  France,  bat 
is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  therefore  the  Government  of 
Frauce  had  not,  at  the  time  the  treaty  was  concluded,  and  it  has  not 
now,  any  jurisdiction  over  him  or  power  to  treat  or  act  in  his  behalf. 

Bri^  of  rnvMitl  for  the  Republic  of  France  in  reply  to  eountel  for  UU 
United  States  on  demurrer  interposed  bjf  the  United  State*. 

BTATBHENT  OF  THB  0A8B. 

At  the  time  of  the  commission  by  the  United  States  of  the  acts  con- 
plained  of  the  memorialist  was  a  citizen  of  France,  but  since  these  oc- 
cnrrencea  memorialist  ban  been  naturalized  as  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States ;  and  the  question  is.  Has  the  Commission  jurisdiction,  under  tha 
treaty,  in  the  premises  1 

Uounsel  for  the  United  States  iusists  tbat  the  Commission  has  not 
jurisdiction.  The  undersigned,  coousel  for  the  French  Republic,  con- 
tends that  the  Commission  is  clothed  with  jurisdiction  by  the  very  terms 
of  the  treaty. 

I. 

The  UDdersigued  agrees  with  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  tbat 
"  the  jnrisdiction  of  this  Commission  is  limited  by  the  treaty,  and  author- 
ity is  given  it  to  pass  on  those  claims  only  which  are  therein  described.' 
(Brief,  p.  1.)  And  the  undersigned  maintains  that  if  it  be  established 
that  the  demand  of  the  memorialist  grew  out  of  and  is  founded  in  a 
claim  which  is  described  in  the  treaty,  then  there  can  be  no  doubt  but 
that  the  Commission  has  jurisdiction,  and  should  consider  the  claim  on 
its  merits. 

To  ascertain  whether  or  not  tbeCommissionhas  jurisdiction  of  a  case, 
or  claim,  reference  mnst  be  had  to  the  treaty ;  and  the  nudersigned  pro- 
ceeds at  OQce  to  the  consideration  of  the  treaty. 
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It  will  Dot  be  deoiAd  that  the  treaty  was  entered  into  between  the  two 
Qovenimeata  bona  Jide;  aud  itH  imuiediate  purpose,  as  appears  from 
the  language,  was  to  give  relief  and  to  provide  iudemnity  for  a  large 
Glass  of  Bufferers — cttizeua  of  the  respeotire  Governments — on  account 
of  injuries  to  person  or  property  by  them  sustained  within  certain  jn- 
risdiutions,  aud  during  a  apeuified  i>eriod  of  timv.     (Article  I.) 


m  iinportimt,  tbon,  to  aBcertain  what  Is  mesnt  by  the  expiesaion  Jiirisdic- 
tioD.  "Juriixlictioii  t<»yB  the  Supreme  Court  of  tbe  Halted  StdtcH  (Uuitrd  Sttttf-a  P. 
Irredondo,  6  I'eMn.  709)]  in  the  power  to  bear  anil  deI«riiilDe  a  uuuiw.  It  is  eorant 
jtHer  whenevrr  a  cane  is  presHiited  irbiob  lirinKH  thin  power  into  acrion."  •  >  • 
"It  [JDrisdictton]  is  the  power  to  hear  ami  detomiiiie  tbe  Hiibject^iuatter  in  contro- 
Tcny  lietwtmu  the  parties  to  a  sail ;  tu  adjudicate  or  lo  eierciwe  Judicial  i>ower  over 
Ibriu,  the  quiietiuD  ia  wbetlier,  on  a  cause  before  acourl,  tlicir  action  isjniliciul  orux- 
Ir^udicial,  with  ur  witbont  aiitliority  of  law  to  reuder  u  Jud;|{ni""t  w  liecreu  iii>od 
(be  rights  uf  the  parties.  If  tba  law  crmfir  the  |Ktwer  to  render  a  jud|;iueiil  or  de- 
em, then  theconrthasjunsdictioa."  (Kbode  Island  p.  Hassachn setts,  13  PeTei>t,7IS; 
Bsatou  r.  Wilson,  4  Texas,  404. ) 

There  are  some  principles  of  public  law  which  are  uoiversally  reoog- 
nised  hy  modern  civilized  ntatea.  One  of  these  is,  that  int«r national 
treaties  are  covenants  bona  fide,  and  are,  therefore  to  be  equitably  and 
Dot  technically  constmed.  (Fhilliinore  Int.Law,  Vol.II,p.89.)  Another 
is  that  the  covenant  or  treaty  contracted  by  two  or  more  parties  is  to 
be  mterpreted  with  reference  to  the  intention  of  them  all — "  contwufto 
riM  paetio  e«t  d«or*(m  tret  plurum  in  idem  placitvm  oonsenttu."  (lb.,  p, 
92.) 

Another  is,  that  good  faith  clings  to  tbe  spirit  and  f^ud  to  the  letter 
of  tbe  convention.     (lb.,  p.  107.) 

Under  any  eqaitabie  constructioo  of  the  provjmoiis  of  the  treaty  tbe 
CommisBiou  mnst  be  held  to  have  jurisdiction  of  the  claim  now  snb- 
ntitted  by  the  memorialist,  and  for  the  following  reasons: 

First.  Becanse  the  act«  complained  of  were  committed  by  the  United 
States. 

Secondly.  Becanse  the  acts  were  committed  within  the  jurisdictioua! 
territory  marked  out  by  the  treaty. 

Thirdly,  Becanse  the  acts  were  eommitted  daring  the  periods  flxed 
by  tbe  treaty, 

Poarthly.  Beoanse  the  acts  complained  of  were  injurious  to  the  iierson 
Mid  property  of  a  citizen  of  France. 

All  which  above  averments  of  facta  are  contained  in  the  memorial, 
aud  are,  for  the  pnrposea  of  this  demurrer,  admitted  by  the  connsel  for 
the  United  States. 

Tbe  undersigned,  therefore,  maintains  that  an  equitable  construction 
of  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  gives  the  Commission  Jarisdiction  of  the 
claim  of  memorialists.  Any  other  construction  woald  be  technical,  and 
would,  to  that  extent,  defeat  tbe  pnrpose  and  intention  of  tbe  two  coo- 
ttactiug  powers  in  tbe  creation  of  this  Commission. 

If  this  claim  is  not  entertainetl  and  esamiued  on  its  merits  by  the 
Commission,  the  memorialist  is  without  remedy  and  redress,  for  the 
reaiton  that  there  is  no  tribunal  before  which  the  memorialist  may  pre- 
WDt  himself. 

(u  fact,  the  undersigned  has  been  informed  that  one  of  the  honorable 
cummissiniiers  (Mr.  Commissioner  Atdis)  very  recently  sat  as  the  pre- 
siding officer  of  a  claims  commission,  organized  by  authority  of  the 
United  States,  which  decided  that  a  naturalized  American  citizen  could 
present  a  claim  before  the  said  Commission  as  an  American  citizen,  on 
■raoant  of  acts  committed  by  the  United  States  against  bis  person  or 
property,  at  a  time  when  claimant  was  a  citizen  of  France. 
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Tbe  coDteution  of  coanael  for  the  United  States  can  ooly  be  aastutied 
OD  the  theory  or  assumption  that  uaturalization  ih  retroactive.  Bat 
aaturalizatioii  produces  its  effects  only  in  tbe  fntore.  (Stoicesco,  fitnde 
■ur  la  Naturaiisatiou,  pp.  572,  285.) 

II. 

The  answer  to  whut  the  cuunuel  fur  the  United  States  says,  nnderthe 
second  p<>iiit  of  his  arfrument  (p.  2),  as  to  the  meaning  of  certain  expret- 
sions  in  Aitiele  II  of  the  treaty,  is  twofidd: 

First.  That  such  a  coiistruetion  is  technical. 

Secondly.  That  Article  ilia  in  the  aid  of,  and  has  immediate  reference 
to,  Article  I,  and  that  Article  I  contains  thefundamental  provisions  of 
the  treaty,  and  the  language  of  other  articles  must,  in  cases  of  doabt 
or  difficulty,  be  construed  with  reft- rencc  to  U. 

The  cODUttel  for  the  United  States  says  (page  2) : 

Tbe  truaty  thna  apeuks  tu  thv  preseut  Ichhh,  and  bars  an;  and  every  titlm  diiUm 
theiHM'Hoa  p^H^vDtil1|j:  i(  le  nl  thu  time  r>f  ita  preseutation  a  ritimn  of  the  country  thruagh 
whose  ageury  Ibe  claim  is  to  be  enforcud. 

But  the  Commission  cannot  fail  to  detect  the  fallacy  contained  in  this 
statement  or  proposition  of  the  counsel  for  tbe  United  States.  Legal 
representatives  certaiuly,  of  deceased  citizeua  of  either  country,  and 
lieoeflciaries  presumaldy,  may  present  the  claims  of  decedents  and  of 
original  owners  to  this  Oomuiissiou,  Aud  this,  irrespective  of  the  cici- 
zeuship  of  such  legal  represfutatives  or  beneficiaries.  (See  Rule  1  of 
the  (Jommissiou,  p.  1;  seeComegys  v.  Vasse,  1  Peters,  Supreme  Court 
Beiwrte,  pp.  212,  213.) 

On  the  other  hand,  the  language  of  Article  I  of  the  treaty  is :     *     *     * 
And  nil  claims  on  fbv  purt  of  ciirporatioDs,  companion,  or  private  individakli,  dti- 
sene  of  France,  npoa  the  Uovernmaut  of  the  United  States,  ariaing  out  of  acta  oam- 
mitted  BgaiDHt  tbe  pei-HOua  or  property  of  citizeug  of  France.      •     •      ■ 

This  clearly  refers  to  tbe  persons  or  property  of  individuals  n-ho  at 
(he  time  of  the  commission  of  the  acts  atbresaid  were  citizens  of  France. 

If  all  claims  that  could  not  be  brought  within  the  description  indi- 
cated by  counsel  for  the  United  States  iu  the  paragraph  cited  are  to  be 
barred,  tbe  labors  of  the  Commission  will  be  exceedingly  light;  and 
again,  the  palpable  intention  of  the  two  uontraoting  states  will  be  de- 
feated by  a  tecknival  construction  of  the  language  conveying  the  giwit 
of  powers  to  the  Commission. 

III. 

The  undersigned  believes  that  the  Commission  will  see  that  oases  cited 
by  counsel  for  the  United  States  (p.  3),  to  wit,  The  Charming  Betsey 
and  The  Venus,  bare  no  application  to  the  case  at  bar ;  neither  do  they 
contain  anything  which  can  be  construed  as  in  conflict  with  the  position 
here  taken  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic.  In  those  oasea  the 
distinction  betweeu  the  national  character  of  property  and  the  natioD- 
ality  of  persons  was  recognized  and  laid  down. 

Those  were  cases  where  the  effort  had  been  made  to  impress  a  hostile 
character  upon  property  in  certain  situations  as  distinct  fh)m  thenadoD^ 
character  of  the  owner,  and  vice  vena. 

IV. 

There  are  some  propositions  of  the  ooansel  for  the  United  States  wbioh 
are  emphasized  under  the  fourth  point  of  his  argament  (p.  4)  that  an 
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bardly  pertinent  to  the  diBCDBHion,  as  the  audersigned  anderstands  it. 
Doleas  qualified,  these  expreaaioua  are  luittleadrng.  The  confuaiou  in 
vbich  the  counsel  has  become  involved  is  the  result  of  failure  to  recog- 
DJze  the  dietioctiou  which  prevails  universally,  uuder  iuteniatiooal  law 
aii<l  trenty  Blipulations,  between  the  civil  and  giolitical  rights  of  an  in- 
dividual. The  Cominission  are,  of  course,  familiar  with  the  above  dis- 
tinction ;  whieh,  as  it  seems  to  the  undersigned,  it  is  important  to  bear 
ID  mind  when  the  claim  of  the  memorialist  is  under  oon.sider,itiou.  In 
the  case  at  bar,  under  view  of  the  counsel  for  the  French  ltei>ublic,  the 
diacnssion  involvesonly  a  consideration  of  certain  undoubted  civil  rights 
ofau  individnal  who,  at  a  particular  period  offline,  tieing  then  a  citizen 
of  France,  sustains  injuries  to  his  person  and  property  of  a  character  of 
which  this  Commission  has  cognizance.  And  in  the  controversy  iit  bar, 
aa  it  seems  to  the  undersigned,  the  test  of  present  political  rights,  or 
actual  national  character  of  the  memorialist,  should  not  be  controlling 
or  GOD  elusive. 

Britf  of  counsel  for  tke  United  States  in  reply  to  thecouwielfor  the  Repub- 
lic o/France  on  demurrer  interposed  by  tke  United  States. 

1.   AS  TO   THE   JUBIBDIOTION. 

It  is  res|>ectively  submitted  that  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic 
errs  when  he  says  (p.  2)  that  "  if  it  be  established  that  the  demand  of 
the  memorialist  grew  out  of  and  is  included  in  a  claim  which  is  described 
in  the  treaty,  then  there  can  be  no  doubt  but  that  the  Commission  has 
jonsdiction,  and  should  consider  the  claim  on  its  merits." 

In  other  words,  if  the  Commission  finds  that  it  has  jurisdiction  of  the 
SDbject-matter,  it  has  jurisdiction  of  the  case.  This  is  an  error.  Juris- 
diction is  made  up  ol  two  essential  qualities,  (1)  jurisdiction  of  the  per- 
son, and  (2)  jurisdiction  of  the  case,  or,  as  the  counsel  tbr  the  Frencli 
Republic  terms  it  in  the  paragraph  quoted,  jurisdiction  of  the  claim. 
Id  all  personal  actions  or  causes  involving  personal  rights,  a  court  can- 
not proceed  one  step  nnless  it  has  jurisdiction  of  the  person,  and  then, 
having  jurisdiction  of  the  person,  if  it  have  also  jurisdiction  of  the  case 
or  claim,  it  may  proceed  to  adjudge  the  rights  of  the  party.  In  the  case 
at  bar,  in  a  qualified  sense,  the  Commission  has  jurisdiction  of  the 
claim  ;  that  is  to  say,  descriptively,  the  claim  is  of  such  a  sort  that  if 
the  Commission  had  jurisdiction  of  the  person  they  then  might  determine 
the  nature  and  extent  of  the  claim.  But,  inasmuch  as  the  court  hiis  not 
JDfisdictiou  of  the  person — and  it  is  not  even  asserted  in  the  brief  of 
the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  that  it  has  jurisdiction  of  the  per- 
son except  as  an  inference  from  the  circumstance  that  it  has,  asis  alleged, 
jurisdiction  of  the  claim — no  action  whatever  can  be  had. 

The  connsel  for  the  French  Oovernment  assumes  that  having  juris- 
diction of  the  claim,  jurisdiction  of  the  person  may  be  inferred,  while, 
as  matter  of  law,  no  inference  as  to  jurisdiction  can  be  drawn.  The 
law  mnst  give  jurisdiction,  and  none  can  be  assumed. 

In  the  case  cited  in  the  6  of  Peters,  p.  709,  the  quotation  would  have 
been  satisfactory  as  a  conclusion  If  the  premises  stated  by  the  court, 
and  on  which  the  court  acted,  had  been  quoted  also. 

The  court  says : 

A  nfcnnoe  to  the  petition  proaeiitad  by  tlie  olftinuita  in  thia  case  shorn  th»t  it 
«ODtkiaa  •  ftill  •tAtemcDt  of  ftU  the  matters  reqaired  by^  the  first  eection  of  the  Mia- 
■onri  law,  excepting  the  conditton  of  realdBnce,  which  ia  not  reqaired  by  the  aot  of 
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It  is  thu6  aeeii  that  id  the  case  thea  at  bar  all  the  reqairements  of  lav 
cBHeutial  to  JuriHilictioii  were  fonnd,  and  the  coart  might  then  well  say, 
what  has  been  quoted  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Bepnblic — 

Jurisdiction  in  the  power  to  hear  And  detennine  a  canie.  It  is  toramjudiei  whm- 
•■er  A  cBiM  in  preM-nted  whicb  brings  this  power  into  action. 

So  in  the  case  of  Khode  Island  tieaiust  Massachasetts  (12  Peters,  p. 
718)  the  enlargement  of  the  quotation  would  have  altered  its  v^oe 
essentially. 

The  oourt  says : 

HowBviT  late  this  objection  [to  the  Jurisdiction]  bos  bnen  made  or  may  be  nude  in 
any  ease  in  an  inferior  or  appellate  conrt  of  the  Unitixl  States,  it  must  l>e  conudered 
and  decided  before  any  court  cud  movit  one  fnrther  nU^p  in  the  oanse,  a«  »n;  moTeinent 
ia  ueveBBaril;  the  exerniae  of  jarlsdictiun.  Jnrisdiction  U  the  power  to  hear  and  de- 
termine the  HUbjMjt- matter  io  controveTsy  between  parties  tn  a  finit.  to  adjndicate  n 
•xeroiae  any  Judicial  power  over  them ;  the  qoeetioD  is,  whether  on  the  caae  before  ■ 


Here  it  is  assumed  that  the  first  eaaeutial  requisite  iu  the  court  was 
to  find  that  it  had  juriadiction  of  the  parties,  and  that  is  the  very  qnes- 
tiou  at  issue  in  the  case  now  at  bar,  whether  the  Gommissiou  has  jnris- 
diction of  the  claimant  so  that  it  can  take  notice  of  his  effort  to  euforoe 
his  claim. 

The  Bupreine  Court  distinctly  say : 

This  i"  tli«  lino  which  denotes  Jurisdictiuii,  and  itsCKervise  in  easee  i*  p«rMiiaB. 
Where  there  are  adverse  parties  the  «ourI  must  have  power  over  the  subject-matter 
and  the  purtiw.     (H  Howard,  'Xla.) 

The  Supreme  Court,  in  De  Oroot  v.  The  United  States,  repeated  thia 
doctrine,  as  follows: 

If,  therefore,  the  Court  of  Claims  han  thu  right  to  eutertaiii  jHrisdiction  of  oasM, 
*  •  •  it  is  only  by  virtue  of  acts  of  Congress  grautiug  fiich  Jurisdiction,  and  it  it 
United  precisely  to  snub  cases,  both  iu  regard  to  iiartios  uud  to  the  caase  of  action, 
as  Congress  has  pntscrilted.     (T  Court  uf  Claims,  p.  0.) 

So  this  CommisHiou  has  the  right  to  entertain  jurisdiction  of  cases 
only  by  virtue  of  the  treaty,  and  such  jurisdiction  is  limited  '-  precisely 
to  such  oases,  both  in  regard  to  parties  and  to  the  cause  of  action,"  as 
Frauce  and  the  United  States  have  prescribed. 

The  counsel  ]>roceed8  ou  the  assumption  that,  if  the  demand  be 
founded  upon  a  claim  which  is  described  in  the  treaty,  then  this  Gom- 
missiou has  jurisdiction,  no  matter  of  what  country  the  claimant  is  a 
oitizeu  or  subject.  (Page  2  of  the  brief.}  That  is,  in  effect,  he  con- 
tends that  a  claim  once  valid  ia  always  valid,  no  matter  who  may  now 
be  the  beneficial  owner.  Pushed  to  its  lo^cal  result,  this  reasoning 
will,  if  adopted  by  the  CommisiMOu,  force  it  to  make  awards  iu  favor  of 
native-born  citizens  of  the  United  States,  or  Glermau,  Spanish,  or  Italian 
subjects,  in  any  case  where,  by  assignment  or  otherwise,  they  have  be- 
come the  owners  of  claims  arising  from  injuries  to  French  citizens  of 
the  charucter  described  iu  the  treaty.  The  undersigned  cannot  believe 
that  it  was  the  intention  either  of  France  or  the  United  States  so  to  ex- 
tend the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission.  In  fact,  the  counsel  himself 
does  not  adhere  to  this  i>oint,  for  in  the  next  paragraph  he  says  that  the 
immediate  jmrpose  of  the  treaty  "was  to  give  relief  and  to  provide  in- 
demnity for  a  large  class  of  sufferers,  citizens  of  the  respective  Govern- 
ments." That  is,  the  United  States  and  France  intended  to  relieve  citi- 
lens  of  Fiiiuce  for  injuries  sustained  at  the  hands  of  the  United  States; 
and  it  cauuot  be  supimsed  that  the  latter  Oovemmeat  intended,  through 
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atrmty  with  a  foreiKO  power,  to  settle  qaeatioDS  with  ita  own  citizens,  or 
that  France  assDmed  to  interfere  between  the  OoTerament  and  the  citl- 
leoB  of  the  United  Ststis. 

It  nowhere  appears  in  the  treaty  that  France  seeks  to  recover  from  t^ 
I'nited  States  iodemuity  for  losses  saatained  by  France  as  a  Government ; 
on  the  contrary,  it  does  clearly  appear  that  France  seeks  by  this  treaty 
t«  indemnity  citizens  for  losses  suRtaiDed  by  citizens,  not  to  recover  for 
llie  State  compensation  for  losses  sustained  by  the  State  thiiHigh  its  cit- 
tiens.  This  distinction  disposes  of  the  point  that  Frauce  negotiated  for 
tbe  claim  and  not  for  the  claimant. 

A  distinction  similar  to  this  was  made  in  the  treaty  of  May  8,  Wtl, 
between  the  United  8tates  and  Great  Britain,  which  may  be  cited  in 
ijlnstratioii.  In  Article  I,  providing  for  a  settlement  of  the  "Alabama 
claims,"  the  phraseology  is  as  follows: 

Now  iQ  order  to  remove  and  •4iu^t  ^'1  complainta  Mid  cl&imi  on  tho  pkrt  of  tli* 
I'n  ted  States,  >iid  to  jirovidu  Tor  tbe  speed;  iecUement  of  sucb  clftiniB,  •  *  •  th« 
high  MiDtr«ctiiig  parties  agree  tbut  all  tbe  aatd  olajmt,  *  ■  •  i{cnerioa11y  known 
u  the  A1»Imuii»  claitna,  iball  berefnTred  to  a  tribunal  of  arbitratiou;  dtc. 

The  tribunal  awarded  to  tbe  United  States  a  gross  sum,  and  did  not 
examine  the  individual  claims  nor  endeavor  to  ascertain  the  individual 
clAiraanttf.  This  was  a  claim  by  a  State  for  loss  sustained  through  its 
citisens,  and  was  so  recognized  by  the  court  which  afterwards  distributed 
the  sum  awarded,  when  they  said  "  the  reclamation  made  upon  Great 
Britain  was  made  by  our  Government  in  the  capaciiy  of  sovereign,  and 
not  aa  a  mere  representative  of  private  interests,  and  the  indemnity  re- 
ceived has  been  paid  tn  the  United  States  as  a  Govemmeut."  (Robeson, 
Sec'y,  r.  The  United  Stateo,  Davis'  Report,  p.  121.) 

On  tbe  other  hand,  Article  XII  of  the  treaty  with  Great  Britain  reads 
as  follows : 

All  claima  od  tbe  part  of  corporatians.  companies,  or  priTate  Indlvidnala,  snbJDcta 
of  Her  Britanuic  Majesty,     •     •     ■    sball  be  referred  to  three  oomniEssionerB,  See. 

This  article  is  almost  identical  with  Article  I  of  the  treaty  organizing 
this  Commission.  Under  this  Article  XII  was  organized  the  British 
and  American  Mixed  Claims  Commission,  the  history  of  which  is  famil- 
iar. That  Commission  was  organized  for  tbe  benefit  of  claimants,  not 
of  the  Government,  as  was  the  tribunal  of  Geneva;  that  Commission 
investigated  individual  claims,  soaght  the  beneficial  owner,  and  asoer- 
taineil  hjs  citizenship,  and  in  ett'ect  held  that  not  only  must  a  claim  be 
valid  aud  subject  to  their  jurisdiction,  but  also  that  the  claimant  must 
be  one  for  whom  Great  Britain  had  power  to  negotiate,  and  whom 
Great  Britain  had  a  right  to  protect.  The  distinction  now  sought  to  be 
defined  is  drawn  even  more  clearly  in  the  treaty  with  France,  lor  while 
the  articles  conferring  jurisdiction  on  each  Commission  are  practically 
identical  in  language,  tbe  treaty  with  France  provides,  in  addition,  that 
this  Commission  shall  decide  only  utaims  presented  by  citizens,  while 
ihe  British  Cominisaioii  was  to  deuide  [Article  XIII)  "  claims  pre.iented  * 
to  them  " ;  bnt  by  whom  was  not  stated.  The  proclamation  of  the  Presi- 
deut  of  the  United  States  and  the  preamble  of  the  treaty  with  France 
fbow  clearly  that  the  intention  of  France  and  the  United  States  was  to 
obtain  redress  for  "citizeus." 

The  undersigned  searched  carefully  for  any  case  presenting  the  point 
DOW  under  discussion  which  had  been  ruled  upon  by  the  British-Ameri> 
can  Commisaiou,  bnt  without  success,  and  he  confidently  believes  that 
the  agent  for  Great  Britain  declined  to  present  such  claims,  thinking 
them  inadmissible  and  not  within  the  jorisdiction  of  that  Oommisslon. 
H.Ex.235 i 
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The  reasons  for  his  belief  are  as  follows :  After  a  oarefal  examinatioD 
of  the  reports  of  Mr.  Hale  and  Mr.  Howard,  be  baa  failed  to  find  any 
snch  case  reported  or  alluded  to  as  having  been  acted  upon,  although 
the  question  of  citizenslitp  acquired  b;  domicile  wttboat  nataraliKatioD 
was  fully  and  minutely  argued.  The  counsel  for  the  United  States  be- 
fore that  Commission  said  In  one  of  bis  briefs,  and  in  illustration  simply: 

T»ke  the  cms  of  a  British  subject  at  tUe  timeof  auBtainiiig  the  alleged  injary,  aad 
vho,  before  the  prtBeatatiou  of  his  claim,  Lad  be<M>me  naturalized  aa  an  Americaa 
oiliteQ.  It  oaQUOl  be  doubted  that  he  coaidnotbe  admitted  lo  a  atandioK  befora 
the  CoDnniMJon.  Thoagb  he  wax  a  Britiah  subject  at  the  time  of  the  iqjury,  he  U 
DO  longer  such,  and  the  qnestioD  of  bia  atauding  before  the  Commiaaioa  can  odIj  be 
deteriulneU  bj  bin  uational  cburacter  at  the  time  of  preaeii ting  hia  claim.  Snch  case* 
have  been  Dumeroiis,  without  doubt,  but  no  sucb  claim  has  been  presented  to  the 
CoDimisMon  bf  Hei  M^esty's  agent.     (Howard'sBeport,  p.  3^.) 

All  the  arguments  of  counsel  were  made  upon  the  assumption  that 
ODiy  subjects  of  Great  Britain  could  make  claims  upon  the  United  Stat«ft 
under  the  treaty.    The  couneel  for  Great  Britain  says  : 

It  [the  treaty]  gives  Jurisdiction  to  all  oUinjs  on  the  part  of  eubjeota  of  Her  Bri- 
taunio  Majeaty  upon  the  Qoveniment  of  the  United  States,  aod  reoiproeally  of  all 
olainiB  of  citizena  (if  the  United  States  Qpoo  the  GoTertiment  of  Her  Bribmnio 
M^esty.     (Howard's  Bepoit,  p.  U06.) 

Again : 

This  treat]^  does  not  pretend  to  do  more  than  limit  the  Jnrisdiction  h;  the  pernoiul 
status  of  the  claimants  and  the  limitation  of  time,  &c.  (P.  306. )  A  uaturaliaed  oiti- 
cen  uf  the  United  States  is  as  t«  all  other  countries  as  much  the  subject  of  it*  pro- 
tection, and  aa  truly  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  as  if  born  upon  its  soil.  In  deter- 
miniug  who  are  within  the  protection  of  this  treaty  as  oitizens  of  the  United  States, 
the  agent  of  the  United  States  nontd  hardly  maintain  that  persons  coming  within 
the  iiroviaions  of  auuh  muuicipsl  statute  are  not  within  its  protection.     (P.  314.) 

The  understanding  of  the  Britinb  Government  on  this  point  was  nob 
less  clear  than  that  of  their  <!0Uii8el. 

lu  their  notifications  to  claimants,  So.  1,  they  said: 


The  other  notifications  were  to  the  same  effect. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Henry  Howard,  esq.,  •  •  •  hat  been  appointed 
agent  for  Her  Maji^aty's  Government,  aud  is  aatborized  to  receive  at  Washington  any 
Claims  of  persons,  Hubjecta  of  Her  Majesty,  coming  within  the  provisionsof  the  afore- 
said twelllh  and  five  next  fiillowing  articles  of  tbe  treaty  of  WaHbington :  and  ao- 
oordiugly  all  persons  being  subjects  of  Hor  Majesty  who  may  have  claims  of  the  nature 
dedcrilied    •     *     •    are  required,  ifco.    (NotlHcation  No.  U,  Howard's  Report,  p.  256.) 

Notice  is  hereliy  given  tJiat  the  nndprsigned  '  '  "  is  authorized  to  receive 
•  •  '  any  claims  on  the  part  of  corporations,  companies,  or  private  individuala 
snhjecls  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  •  •  •  arising  out  of  acts  committed  asainat 
the  i>or»ons  or  property  of  subjecta  of  Her  Britannic  Maiosly  during  the  periods  be- 
tween, ic.,  and  accordingly  all  persons  being  subjects  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty  who- 
may  have  claims,  &o.     (Notiflcation  No.  3,  Howard's  Report,  pp.  S56~7I.) 

And  when  the  Oommission  decided  that  Barclay  was  a  British  subject 
they  said: 

The  tlrst  thing  to  be  decided  in  this  case  is  whether  the  oomtaissioners  have  jaria- 
diction,  which  depends  upon  whether  the  claimant  iswithin  thetueaningof  thetrBaty- 
«  British  subject.     (Howard's  Report,  p.  y.) 

The  following  cases  were  disposed  of  as  follows : 
Ford,  administrator,  THo.  328.    Award   made  for  part  of  the  8Qin 
claimed  to  the  British  beneficiaries  only. 
Thomas  S.  Maben,  administrator,  No.  Idl.    Disallowed,  becanae  do 
■mneficiaries  were  proved. 

Digit  zed  by  Google 


FRENCH   AND    AHEEICAK   CLAIMS   COMU188ION.  51 

William  Rose,  N'o.  303.  Becaase  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  after 
the  loss,  claim  withdrawn  by  Her  Britannic  Afajeaty's  agent. 

Qarrett,  admiuiKtratrix,  No.  3U9.  Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction, 
claimant  haviuff  married  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  no  British 
benefldaries  lia%'iug  been  proved. 

So  the  counsel  lor  the  United  States,  the  Government  and  counsel ' 
of  Great  Brituin,  and  the  Commission  assumed  that  to  be  valid  a  claim 
A^iiiustthe  United  States  must  be  presented  by  a  subject  of  Great 
Britain. 

2.   AS  TO  THE   COHSTRUCTION  OP  THE  TBEATY. 

Goansel  for  the  Republic  of  France  claims  that  intemtitioQal  treaties 
are  to  be  constrned  equitably,  and  not  .technically.  This  is  all  very' 
well,  and  as  VaUI  down  by  Phillimore  in  the  reference  cited  ou  page  3, 
the  rule  is  to  be  observed  whenever  there  is  an  ambiguity  in  the  lan- 
gaage  employed.  But  in  the  case  Ht  bar  there  is  no  ambigaity  of  Ian-' 
pia};e.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  by  the  terms  of  the  treaty, 
extends  to  citizens  of  France  having  claims  againut  the  Qnited  States, 
and  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  having  claims  against  France. 
The  court  cannot  take  jurisdiction  fur  the  reason  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  conrt,  it  would  Ite  equitable  for  it  tu  have  Jurindiction  ;  nor  for  the 
reason  that  if  it  had  jurisdiction  it  could  do  equity  to  or  between  the' 
parties.  It  must  first  And  its  jurisdiction,  and  then,  if  it  have  power, 
it  may  do  equity  to  or  between  the  parties  over  whom  it  has  such  juris- 
diction. ' 

The  lansuage  of  the  treaty  should  not  be  strained  in  order  to  obtain , 
jorisdiction. 

In  all  cases,  whether  with  a  superior  or  inferior  court,  a  purely  statn- 
tory  authority  must  be  pursued,  and  it  caunot  be  extended  by  impli- 
eatiiiD.    fl  Smith,  Leading  Cases,  Q  Am.  ed.,  1024, 1011,  and  cases  cited.) 

When  nnplicatious  are  admitted  beyond  the  limits  of  the  most  rigid 
Decessity,  it  is  easy  to  drift  unconsciously  away  from  the  meaning  of 
the  law  giving  power  altogether  and  establish  what  was  never  intended 
or  even  thought  of.  Equitable  couftructions,  according  to  what  may 
be  deemed  the  spirit  of  a  statute,  should  always  be  resorted  to  with 
caution.  The  power  of  extending  the  meaning  of  a  statute  beyond  its 
vords,  and  deciding  by  the  equity  and  not  the  language,  approaches  so 
near  the  i)ower  of  legislation  that  the  wise  judiciary  will  exercise  it  with 
reluctance,  and  only  in  extraordinary  cases.  (Monson  v.  Chester,  22 
Pick.,  387.) 

The  proposition  of  the  counsel  of  the  French  Republic  is  that  this  Com- 
mJKaion  should  take  jurisdiction  because  in  its  opinion  it  would  be  eqni- 
tible  for  it  to  have  jurisdiction. 

But  tlie  question  btsfore  the  Commission  upon  the  issue  at  bar  is  not 
whether  this  cliimaut  equitably  ought  to  receive  C9mpeusation  for  his 
losses,  but  whether  by  the  terms  of  the  treaty  he  is  made  a  party-claim- 
>ut,  so  that  he  can  prosecute  his  claim  before  the  Commission ;  and  until 
the  Commisaion  finds  that  it  has,  by  virtue  of  the  treaty,  jurisdiction, 
both  of  the  person  claiming  and  of  the  chiim,  it  cannot  proceed  one  step 
towanls  lioiug  what  may  seem  to  he  equitable  as  between  the  claimant 
and  the  United  States. 

From  the  treaty  alone  can  we  ascertain  the  jurisdiction. 

far  the  aothorit;  of  thin  court  [Court  uf  C urn missi oners  of  Alabsmft  CUinwl  to 
ftviml  any  laui     *     •     *     wo  utaul  look  t<>  the  law  nndHr  wliich  wa  act.     (DaTiiVRs- 
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Od  pi^  3  of  bis  brief  the  connsel  names  four  rcaMos  wby  the  claim 
of  Percbd  is  valid,  (wd  certainly,  onless  all  these  points  affirmatiTelj 
appear  and  are  proven,  the  ulaim  cannot  be  prosecuted  here.  Bnt  the 
counsel  omits  a  ftftti  point,  equally  necessary  and  vital,  and  in  terms 
required  by  the  treaty.  The  acts  mast  not  only  hare  been  committed. 
(1)  by  certain  authorities,  (3)  within  certain  territory,  (3)  during  certain 
periods,  (4)  to  the  barm  of  French  citizens,  bat,  also,  the  claims  mast 
be  (5) "  presented"  by  (Article  II)  citizens  of  France,  and  be  "claims  on 
the  part  of    •     •     •    citizens  of  France."     (Article  I.) 

The  counsel  lays  mnch  stress  upon  the  rule  by  which  the  treaty  should 
be  construed,  and  seems  to  fear  that  valid  and  jnst  claims  may  be  de- 
feated by  some  technical  construction.  TSo  rule  of  construction  need  be 
sought  where  the  terms  of  a  treaty  or  statute  are  plain  and  free  from 
ainbigaity,  as  is  the  language  conferring  jurisdiction  npon  this  Com- 
mission. 

The  first  general  maxim  of  interpretation  is  that  it  is  not  permitted 
to  interpret  what  has  no  need  of  interpretation.  (Vattel,  book  2,  chap. 
17,  sec.  2ii3.)  When  the  act  or  treaty  is  conceived  in  clear  and  precise 
terms;  when  they  are  clear,  and  lead  to  nothing  absurd,  there  cfto  be 
no  reason  to  refuse  the  sense  which  they  natnralty  present.  This  seems 
to  be  a  case  for  the  application  of  this  maxim:  "Where  a  law  is  plain 
and  unambiguous,  whether  it  be  expressed  in  general  or  limited  terms, 
the  legislature  should  be  intended  to  mean  what  tbey  have  plainly  ex- 
pressed, and  consequently  no  room  is  left  for  construction." 

(Supreme  Cuurtof  the  United  States,  in  2  Crancb,  358,  399;  see  also 
Phillimore,  vol.  II,  page  84,  sec.  LXX  et  seq.) 

What  are  the  claims  and  who  are  the  claimants  t  There  is  no  diffi- 
culty in  finding  in  the  treaty  a  clear  answer  to  these  questions.  The 
claims  are  tho.se  "  on  the  part  of  corporatiouB,  companies,  or  private  in- 
dividuals, citizens  of  France,  upon  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
arising  out  of  acts  committed  against  the  persons  or  property  of  citizens 
of  France"  by  certain  authorities  at  certain  times  and  places,  «.  e., 
tbe  claims  of  citizens  of  France  (now  snch  citizens)  for  certain  losses 
sustained  by  citizens  of  France  (then  such  citizens}.  The  claim  mast 
be  now  owned  by  a  French  citizen,  and  must  be  for  a  loss  sustained  by 
a  French  citizen.  The  language  is  not  less  clear  in  the  French,  viz: 
"  Toate«  lea  reclamations  ^lev^ea  par  des  corporations,  des  compegDies 
ou  de  simples  particnliers  citoyens  frangais  •  •  *  fond^s  sur  des 
actes  commis  *  *  *  au  prejudice  des  personnes  ou  de  la  propri^tS 
de  citoyens  fran^ais,"  &c.  If  tliere  were  any  ambiguity  in  the  phrase- 
ology of  Article  I  it  would  be  removed  by  Article  II,  which  requires 
the  Commission  to  decide  all  claims  described  in  Article  I,  "presented 
to  them  by  citizens  of  either  country."  That  is,  claims  against  France 
m-esented  by  citizent)  of  the  United  States,  and  claims  against  the 
United  States  presented  by  citizens  of  France.  So,  to  recapitulate, 
the  claims  must  be,  (1)  on  the  part  of  citizens  of  France,  (2)  for  ii^ories 
to  citizens  of  France,  (3)  presented  by  citizens  of  France. 

Tbe  language  is  clear.  If  it  were  not,  stilt  the  intention  of  the  two 
nations  is  so  apparent  from  the  treaty  that  any  other  interpretation 
would  be  inadmissible. 

3.  AS  TO  INTENTION. 

The  intention  of  the  parties  to  tbe  treaty  is  to  be  gathered  from  tbe 
language  of  the  treaty,  and  if  there  is  no  ambiguity  in  tbe  language 
employed  there  can  be  no  anoertunty  asto  the  intention  of  tbe  partiea. 
In  the  case  at  bar  there  ia  no  ambiguity.    Manifestly  it  was  the  int«n- 
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tion  of  the  parties  to  provide  a  means  by  wbieb  Frenob  citiEens  who 
bad  snffered  losses  from  the  aatborities  of  the  Tlnited  Stat«8  of  the 
character  described  by  the  treaty  shoald  be  compensated  therefor,  aod 
tliat  American  citizens  who  bad  suffered  losses  from  the  operations  of 
the  French  aotbopties  in  the  manner  described  id  the  treaty  should 
riw  be  uompensated  therefor;  and  it  cannot  be  assamed  that  it  was 
the  iotention  of  either  party  to  the  treaty  to  do  that  which  manifestly 
it  was  inooutpetent  for  one  of  the  parties  to  perform. 

By  the  laws  of  France,  qnoted  in  the  former  brief  aubmitted  by  the 
eoonsel  of  the  United  Btate»,  it  is  provided  that  the  qoality  of  a  citizeA 
of  France  may  be  lost  by  Dalnralieation  acquired  in  a  foreign  conntry. 
By  tbe  laws  of  the  United  States  a  citizen  of  a  forei^  country,  by  law- 
fnl  process,  may  become  a  citieen  of  the  United  States.  It  cannot  be 
asinmed  that  the  French  Oovemment,  ten  years  afterwards,  intended 
to  make  any  provision  for  a  person  who  had  tbas  voluntarily  alienated 
himself  item  that  Government  and  assumed  allegiance  and  citizenship 
to  and  in  another  conntry ;  and  the  assumption  that  oneOoverament 
has  capacity  to  protect  the  rights  of  citizens  of  another  conntry  is  otfeoa- 
ive  to  national  sovereignty.  If  the  laaguage  were  ambtguuua,  then 
the  intention  of  the  contracting  parties  should  be  sought  and  followed 
in  its  construction  (4  Comstock,  140).  Tbls  intnntiau  is  to  be  gathered 
from  tbe  oontext,  tbe  preamble,  and  even  the  title  of  the  act  (Dukedom 
of  Sussex,  8  London  Jour.,  79fi).  The  context  has  been  considered,  and 
is  clear  and  unambiguous,  and  tbe  intention  there  shown  to  legislate 
for  citizens  is  repeated  in  the  proclamation  of  the  President  of  tbe 
Uuited  States,  which  begins:  "Whereas  a  convention  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  the  French  Republic  for  the  settlement 
of  certain  claims  of  citizens  of  either  country  against  the  other  wasoou- 
daded,"  &c.,  and  in  the  preamble  of  the  treaty,  "tbe  United  States  of 
America  and  the  French  Bepublie,  animated  by  the  desire  to  settle  and 
adjust  amicably  the  claims  made  by  tbe  citizens  of  either  country 
against  the  Government  of  the  other,"  &o. 

The  intention  thus  declared  wa^  carried  out  in  Articles  I  and  II,  and 
jnrisdiction  was  given  to  this  Oomtuission  to  decide  claims  against  the 
United  States  of  citizens  of  France  for  Injuries  to  citizens  of  France 
when  presented  by  citizens  of  France. 

4.    Aa   TO   BEHEDT   OB  BEDB&SS. 

When  Perch4  dissolved  his  allegiance  to  France  and  accepted  citi- 
zenship in  the  Uuited  States  he  was  bound  to  know  legally  that  thenoe- 
forwanl  the  Government  of  France  coald  fbrnish  bim  no  protection 
whatever,  nor  any  means  of  redress  for  any  injury  he  had  sustained 
either  fcom  tbe  United  States  or  from  the  Government  of  any  other 
conntry,  and  that  thenceforward  he  must  look  to  the  United  States 
solely  for  protection  and  redress  for  any  grievances  that  he  mighthave 
Boffered,  or  loss  that  he  might  have  sustained,  whether  at  the  hands  of 
tbe  United  ijtates  or  by  the  authorities  of  other  Governments. 

Even  if  the  claimant  be  without  re<lress  for  the  injury  alleged  to  have 
been  sustaiued,  and  the  assumption  of  counsel  in  that  regiinl  were  true, 
it  still  seems  to  the  nudersigned  that  tbe  point  is  not  pertinent  to  the 
present  inquiry.  It  is  not  believed  that  tbe  counsel  contends  that  it  is 
wilhin  the  province  of  this  Commission  to  adjust  difl'erences  between 
the  Government  of  tbe  United  States  and  its  citizens,  even  nbould  it 
appear  that  the  demands  are  just  and  redress  is  improperly  withheld. 
Therefore  the  nodersigDed  with  deference  submits  that  it  is  not  now  o 
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conseqaence  wbetlier  Percli^,  a  dti7eti  of  the  United  States,  has  or  has 
•not  a  remedy  agaiuHt  tbe  Oovernmentof  bis  adoption  for  injuries  which, 
as  be  alleftes,  tbar  Ooverumeiit  iiiHicted. 

But  the  counsel  is  in  error  in  asKumiii^r  that  there  is  no  iiach  tribunaL 
All  claims  for  lujurieR  to  dtizeiis  by  authorities  of  tii.e  Government  may 
he  investigated  by  Congress  nrid  paid  hy  its  direction.  From  time  to 
time  Congress  lias  delegated  its  imwer  of  investigation  and  decision  of 
vlaims  against  tlie  Government  to  certain  tribnnaltt  constituted  by  it  to 
pass  upon  certain  limited  and  cle»r1ydefined  classes  of  these  claims. 
Sncb  is  the  "Court  of  Claims"  and  such  vae,  the  "  Southern  Claims 
ComniiHsion."  Over  all  other  claims  not  included  within  the  clai«ees 
over  which  these  tribunals  had  jurisdiction  CongresH  still  retained  and 
now  retains  its  power,  and  to  that  tribunal  PerclKi  and  any  other  vlaim- 
aot  has  a  right  to  appeal.  It  is  reported  that  some  two  thousand  cases, 
-  claims  of  native  as  well  as  naturalized  citizens,  are  now  pending  tbcre, 
aud  committees,  called  committees  on  war  claims,  are  appointed  to  in- 
Testigate  such  claims  and  report  upon  them  to  Congress  for  its  action. 
Ereiy  citizen  of  the  United  ijtates,  native  or  naturalized,  has  therefore 
a  tribunal  to  which  he  can  resort  for  redress. 

Tbe  undersigned  has  been  unable  to  Hnd  that  Perch^'s  case  was  pre- 
.  seuled  to  the  Sontlieni  Claims  Commission,  but  he  does  find  a  geucral 
dtjcision  of  that  tribunal  somewhat  to  the  effect  stated  by  tbe  cuunsel 
for  tbe  French  Republic,  and  which  is  contained  in  the  rejiort  of  De- 
ctfmber  11, 1871.  (Fort.v- second  Congress,  second  session,  H.  B.  Mis. 
Doc.  No.  16).    Tbe  commissioners  say  ; 

QiiRBtions  at  oncn  nroRe  aa  to  tbe  extent  of  tbe  Jnriedictinn  conferred  bj  tbe  ««t  of 
CnnKTew.    Tho  words  of  the  Hct  couferringjiiriwliction  are  As  follows: 

"  •  "  the  PresldeDt.  •  is  '  ftiitborizcd  to  *  '  •  Hppoinr  '  *  camini*- 
•ionen,  whoMj  duly  it  aball  bn  In  receive,  rxaruiue,  and  cnnsiiiiT  tbo  Jaatice  and  t»- 
lidilf  of  auchclaiiiiR  •  •  •  of  tUnse  ciKzeus  wlin  remained  Inyaladberenta  to  the 
cause  and  the  Goverament  ofthe  United  Stulea  during  tbe  war,  fbrHlores  or  auppliea 
takrai  or  fnmlsbed  during  the  rebellion  for  the  use  of  the  Army  of  the  Uulted  Stst«8 
1b  Slatea  proclaimed  at  in  insiinvction." 

I.  Who  are  uitizeiiB  within  the  nieaniiiK  of  the  act  T  '  *  Aa  this  ConitiiiBKon  ia 
created  by  act  ol'  UongresH,  and  its  jiirisdiciina  limited  lij  the  statDt« ;  aa  it  ia  onlj 
to  examine  and  rejiort  to  Congress,  and  has  not  the  antboHty  or  fanctiotis  of  a  court, 
itHJuriadiction  iiiiiBt  be  kept  within  the  very  terms  of  the  atAtiil«.  The  word  "oitl- 
■CD,"  when  nsed  lo  express  tbe  relalioD  of  the  indivldaal  to  the  Goverrnnent,  ordina- 
rily nieana  '*  one  owing  paramount  alleglnnce  to  tbe  Btate."  It  is  used  so  in  distine- 
tion  from  the  word  "  Inbaliitant."  •  •  •  This  ordinary  meaning  sboald  be  RiveD 
it  as  used  in  the  atatale.  Deeming  the  ai-t  intended  to  apply  tn  mat  tars  of  manicipal 
legislation,  and  not  to  affect  rights  standing  upon  internatioual  law,  we  do  not 
fiiTlow  the  deciiious  cited  from  the  prize  courts,  which  seem,  in  somn  casea,  to  extend 
its  meaning.  The  context,  "cltiEens  who  remained  loyal  adherantato  the  eaiue  and 
Oovemment  of  the  .United  Stutea,"  indicates  that  those  persona  are  meant  of  wbon 
'*layaltr"  could  be  nHjnired  ''during  the  war."  Loyalty  during  the  war  cannot 
reasonably  be  interpreted  as  meaping  less  than  that  relation  from  which  the  Gorem- 
ment  might  have  required  military  aervlcK.  •  ■  •  Loyalty  waa  not  reqaintd  oTa 
foreigner.  He  waa  deem«>d  to  do  bis  whnle  duty  if  he  kept  strictly  neutral.  Bat  nan- 
trallty  during  the  war  in  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  waa  not  loyalty. 

Sotheclaimsof  persons  aliens  dating  the  war,  but  afterwards  natural- 
ized, were  not  allowed ;  not  because  they  were  not  valid,  not  because 
the  claimant  was  not  recognized  fully  as  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
but  because  that  particnlar  tribunal  had  not  been  authorized  by  Con* 
gress  to  investigate  that  class  of  claims. 

The  underaigued  does  not  contend  that  natnralization  is  retroactivei, 
bnt  that  it  efl^cts  a  full,  complete,  and  total  change  of  allegiance,  and 
that  from  the  day  of  naturalization  all  right  to  tbe  protection  of  the  na- 
tive country  is  forfeited,  and  in  its  place  tbe  naturalized  citizen  obtHiiiB 
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the  rights,  the  advaDtages,  and  also  the  disadvaDtages  of  citizeDship  ia 
the  country  of  his  adoption. 

Id  changing  his  allegiance  be  may  fairly  be  presumed  to  have  con- 
sidered and  eatimate<l  the  advantages  on  the  one  hand  and  the  dii^ad- 
TaatHges  on  the  other;  but  whether  be  did  so  condder  omnt  ia  not  a 
question  for  tbia  tribunal.  It  may  properly  be  presumed  also  tbitt,  as  an 
American  citizen,  if  he  ought  to  bare  redress  for  losses  which  I(e  sns- 
tained  while  be  was  a  French  citizen,  that  the  Ooverun>ent  of  tlie  tTuited 
States  will  deal  with  him  as  it  has  dealt  with  its  own  citizens  who  were 
lojal  to  its  authority  danng  the  rebellion,  and  make  him  the  proi)er 
coinpeuxatiou  whenever  his  case  shall  be  presented  to  the  tribunaU  of 
the  country  having  authority  to  act  in  his  behalf.  But  whether  this  be 
80  or  not,  the  counttel  for  the  United  States  submits  most  respectfully 
that  the  Qovernment  of  the  French  Keimblio  has  not,  by  this  treaty, 
undertaken  to  give  him  either  an  equitable  or  a  legal  remedy  for  the 
losses  he  anstained,  and  that  if  it  had  so  aodertaken  its  own  jurisdiction 
was  not  adequate  to  the  end  in  view. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Commission  held  May  20, 1881,  the  counsel  for 
the  French  Republic  made  the  following  argument: 

It  Bppean  tbat  the  memoriaKBt  wm  »  native  citizen  of  France;  that  he  aufrered 
jqjorj  and  damage  duriDg  the  war  of  srcrwion  at  tha  hands  of  aethorilies  of  the 
Uoired  Stalea;  that  aa  early  as  1964  he  claimt^  indemnity  on  aoconut  of  Haid  dam- 
t^a;  tbat  the  claim  was  preaented  U;  bim  to  rfae  French  cnoeul  at  New  Orleans,  and 
tMt  at  a  later  date,  to  wit,  in  the  year  ISTO,  this  memorialiit  tiecame  an  American 
citizen.  Joseph  Napoleon  Perch6,  as  he  is  called  here,  ia  no  other  than  the  arch- 
bigbop  of  New  Orleans;  It  was  at  tbe  time  he  was  promoted  to  the  arohbiaboprio  of 
New  Orleans  tbat,  inasmnch  as  be  waa  to  be  troatee  for  real  e«t*te  beloof^ng  to  the 
ebnrch,be  became  sn  American  dtlieo.  Suoh  are  the  faotsof  the  case  aa  they  appear 
6om  the  papers  before  nie. 

The  qaeetion  comes  op  in  this  form :  Sincn  the  right  revetend  arobbiihop  was  oat- 
uslizcd  in  the  United  Stales,  tbia  Commission  has  got  to  consider  whether  he  baa  » 
right  to  prearnt  bis  claim,  or  whether  his  right  to  iiidemnitf  baa  been  forfeited  by  » 
•ubaeqaent  chunge  of  nationality. 

The  counsel  for  tbeUniied  Stateaaaya  be  baa  an  undoubted  right  to  present  a  elaim. 
hot  not  brfore  this  Commission.  And  here  comes  tbe  first  qneeti on  to  which  I  sball 
call  tbe  stt«-utlou  of  the  Commission :  Is  there,  as  in  contended  In  tbe  brief  fur  the 
Hailed  States,  a  mode  of  redress  left  open  t4i  the  arcbiiisbop  of  New  Orleknst    Snp- 

C'ng  tbat  this  Commission  shonld  exclude  him  on  the  ground  that  bis  citiiensblp 
been  changed,  ia  there  in  the  United  Stales  a  court  of  law,  or  a  conrt  created  by 
CoogicflB,  wbicfa  baa  Jurisdiction  over  hiecanet  To  this  I  answer  no;  and  1  ahall  now 
proceed  to  give  the  reasons  in  Hupport  of  this  answer. 

In  the  Southern  Claims  Cummission  it  was  held  that  aliens  residing  Id  tbe  United 
Statea  had  no  right  to  appear  before  that  Commission  and  to  recover  damagea  for 
lones  inflieled  npon  them,  and  tbe  learned  Judges  grounded  their  decision,  as  1  uoder- 
atand  it,  on  the  very  statuM  wbioh  had  created  that  oonrt.  Tbey  said  tbat  "  lliat 
Btatnte  dues  not  grant  us  jnrisiliction  of  cases  of  this  natnre."  Therefore,  tbe  aliea 
wbii  haa  remained  nentral  dnring  tbe  war  cannot  be  compared  to  tbe  oitlmn  of  the 
Uoited  States  wbo  wua  not  only  neutral,  bnt  loyal. 

On  the  other  band,  a  deoinion  was  rendered  by  that  same  Commission  in  regard  to 
aliens  wbo  were  nataralized  io  tbe  Uult«d  StuCea  after  the  date  of  the  ii^jury  suf- 
fcrrd,  and  in  rendering  ita  declMon  tbe  Uommisalon  said  : 

"We  think  Congress  intended  to  reserve  to  itself  tbe  ci ma i duration  of  the  rigbta 
of  foreifmers.  We  have,  therefore,  held  that  foreigners  domiciled  here  are  not  clll- 
ims  within  tbe  limitu  nf  the  act.  Wa  have  also  held  that  where  claimant  was  also 
•lien  when  tbe  cl.iini  accrued,  bis  natnralization  since  the  war  does  not  remove  his 
disattility." 

In  otber  words,  an  alien  naturalized  in  tbe  United  Statea  anbaequently  to  tbe  time 
the  elalni  accrued  had  no  atauding  before  the  Southern  Court  of  Clnima.  This  doe- 
trine  haa  been  slso  asserted  by  the  State  Deparinient  of  the  United  State's,  in  the  caae 
of  Emile  Sauv<,  a  Frenchman  who  hud  resided  in  Mrxico  and  who  claimed  to  have 
snilered  datoagea  in  that  coontry.  Sauv4  came  to  tbe  United  Stat«s  and  was  natural- 
iuA.  After  be  bad  obtained  liia  letters  of  naturalization  he  applied  to  ihe  State 
Department  for  interTentlon  on  his  behalf,  on  acoonut  of  injuries  suSTered  In  Mexico 
while  a  eititen  of  France.    To  this  application  the  Hon.  Hamilton  Fish  replied  In 
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tabataooe :  "  Ynnr  natnraKzatirm  wkb  only  proipeotjve.  It  coald  not  net  ratrokct- 
ively,  and  tberefore  I  cMinnt  iuteifen  on  ;odi  bohalf  for  miU  Miterior  to  yoar  i>»- 
tnralization  by  the  United  States." 

OlrvioDsly,  the  case  cannot  be  presented  to  the  Conrt  of  Claima.  Bat  my  colleagno 
OB  the  other  ride  (aya,  there  ia  the  Conpreaa  of  the  United  States;  and  CoiiKreea  may 
do  loinetbing  or  otber.  To  nhich  1  reply,  that  ConKrew  has  uojnrisdietion  over  anon 
caacfl;  and  for  this  simple  reason,  that  nalurallzatiuu  in  {iroapective.  And,  therafoi*. 
If  Congress  enacted  to-day  a  measure  tending  to  iudemnify  these  claimants,  it  wonla 
Violate  one  of  those  principles  which  govern  the  matter  of  naturalization. 

Again,  it  ia  said  that  Cougress  baa  soTcreign  power,  and  that  it  may  grant  relief. 
Simple  meaaniea  of  relief  seldom  paaa  Congress.  I  have  a  wilnesa  here  wh»  wtll 
testify  for  me.  It  is  my  colleague  un  the  othi:i  aide.  He  was  a  member  of  Conyi— , 
and  I  wonld  like  to  ask  him  how  many  claims  of  aticDx  have  ever  been  a^adiu»ted 
by  that  body.  HoweTcr,  lean  answer  for  him  :  One  in  fifteen  years.  One,  only  one, 
ft  German  case,  and  this  was  the  resntt  of  long  correspond enoe  siid  protracted  ii«go~ 
Uation. 

I  come  now  to  another  branch  of  the  case,  which  arises  from  the  convention  itself. 
It  baa  been  snbmitfed  already  tbot  Artide  I  of  the  convention  provided  that  "all 
claims  on  the  part  iif  corporations,  compRnies,  or  private  indivitlnals,  ciliiena  of 
France,  upon  the  Government  of  the  United  Statt^s  ariningout  of,"  See.  The  convra- 
tion  speaks  uf  all  claima  on  the  part  of  corpursliona,  conipaniea,  or  private  individ- 
uals, citiiena  of  France.  These  words  sliould  he  coniitriied  as  rtferring  to  those  vrho 
were  cltizeua  at  Ihu  lime  the  claim  accrued. 

And  DOwaa  to  Article  II,  to  which  the  brief  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  rpfen. 
It  is  merely  by  way  of  reference  that  the  word  citiien  is  mentioned.  The  goveniios 
article,  the  provision  which  oontrola  all  the  others  in  regard  to  thissnbjeet  matter  Boa 
in  rfgard  to  the  stains  of  claimnnts,  is  found  in  the  words  I  have  J  oat  cited.  It  lOkr 
be  said  tbat  there  are  other  articles  in  which  the  word  citizen  may  have  been  need, 
bat  it  is  not  in  snch  a  wsy  a*  to  give  us  a  construction  of  the  words  I  have  qnoted ; 
And  the  proof  of  it  is  tbla,  th«t  Article  I,  where  these  words  are  fonnd,refen  to  eUiniB 
"  on  the  pari  of  citizens,"  Ac. ;  while  in  Article  II  the  words  "  on  the  part  of  dtl- 
seoi"  have  been  omitted.  His  worded  this  way,  "presented  to  them  by  the  citixena." 
80  ii)  the  article  which  define*  the  Jtirisdictiou  of  this  Commission,  the  words  naed 
are  "on  the  part  of  oitiione,"  and  in  the  following  provision,  which  most  evidentlj 
refers  to  preceding  article,  the  worda  are  changed,  and  the  paragraph  reads,  "pre- 
sented to  tbcm  by  the  citiions  of  either  country." 

There  is,  however,  another  way  of  ascertaining  the  exact  meaning  of  these  word*, 
ADd  of  explaining  them.  These  words,  "  on  the  part  of,"  were  borrowed  from  tho 
treaty  of  Washington  of  May  H,  1S71,  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain. 
In  a  case  pending  before  that  CommissinQ.  where  a  somewliat  analogous  demnrHir 
was  interposed  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  in  opposingit  Her  Britannic  Majecty'a 
counsel  used  the  following  langaaget  "  Why  were  the  words  'nn  the  part  of  nsedT 
It  seems  to  me  that  they  nmst  have  benn  used  ex  imtMstria  to  embrace  claims  other 
tbuB  those  which  could  be  presenttrd  by  British  subjects,  and  tbat  they  sbould  include 
all  cases  arising  ont  of  a  violatinn  of  Britieb  rights  by  acts  commltled  againat  the 
peraons  or  property  of  those  entitled  to  the  protection  of  the  British  Crown  in  respect 
of  luch  sct«  committed.  And  thereupon  tlie  dnmurrer  was  overruled  by  the  Comi. 
misKion."  (See  Henry  Howard's  Report,  :i23,)  I  submit  that  the  convention  be- 
tween France  and  the  United  States  ooutains  the  same  expressions,  and  that  here  the 
dcciKiouB  of  the  KnglisL  Commissiou  mnst  be  of  Great  weight. 

And  DOW  1  come  to  the  second  division,  I  believe,  of  the  brief  of  the  connael  of 
the  United  Stales:  "Has  the  Commission  jurisdiction  over  these  claima  t"  And  tbia 
leads  to  this  further  Inquiry :  What  is  inrisilictiou,  and  what  const itnt«s  Jurisdiction 
in  this  coaef    We  have  stated  in  our  br  ef  that  there  were  four  requisites  to  give 

Iorisdiction  to  this  k.'ommisAion.  First,  the  acts  complained  of  had  to  be  committed 
ly  the  United  States;  second,  the  acts  had  to  be  committed  within  thejurisdiction 
of  the  United  States  as  it  is  defined  in  the  treaty ;  third,  the  acts  hod  to  be  com- 
mitted during  the  period  of  time  named  in  the  treaty ;  fourth,  the  acts  complained  of 
mnst  have  iufiieied  ininrieH  on  the  perfon  or  property  of  a  eititen  of  France.  The 
brief  on  behalf  of  Ibe  United  Staten  couiainii,  in  answer  to  this,  the  following  state- 
ment (pnge  Ij:  ".Jnrii-diotion  Is  made  up  of  two  essential  qualities.  {I)Jnri»di<.-tlon 
of  thr  person,  aud  [«)  juriadiction  of  the  ease;  or.  as  the  counsel  for  the  French  Re- 
publiu  trrius  it  iu  tbo  paragiaph  qiiotrd.  Jurisdictiou  of  the  claim.  In  al)  peiaoaal 
actionn  or  caus>>siuvolvinK  personal  rights,  a  court  caonoT.  proofed  one  step  unleMit 
has  Jnri  diotiun  of  the  person,  and  then,  having  Jurisdiction  of  the  nerton,  if  it  have 
alaii  Jutisdictiou  of  the  case  or  claim,  it  may  proceed  to  adjudge  tbe  rights  of  the 

I  claim  tbat  the  Jurisdictioa  of  this  Commission,  as  it  is  sought  to  be  eatabliahed  bv 
tbe  counsel  for  the  Ijnited  Stales,  would  conflict  with  the  beat  precedento.  I  will 
quote  first  fiom  a  case  decided  by  the  Sopreme  Court  of  tbe  Uoltvd  States.    I  aeleot 


..Google 


FRENCH  AND  AMEBICAN  CLAIU8   COMMISSION.  57 

this  cue  brcmnse  it  amw  under  the  treat;  of  H»y  8,  1871,  betweon  tbe  United  Btatw 
ud  Qrcat  Brilain.    The  ooarC  uja : 

*'  In  Clark  ■•  Clark,  where  Ibn  contest  wu  between  the  bankrapt  and  fala  aniguee, 
tnaehiDg  s  fnnd  in  the  I'reaaary,  derlTsd  from  a  foreign  GoTernment,  the  Secretary, 
though  not  a  party,  waa  eujoined  from  paying  it  over  until  the  rights  of  the  oontAet-- 
■Dte  were  aettled  in  the  anit  then  pending."  But  suppose,  as  has  been  Hnggeatrd,  that 
tho  iHonej  was  Id  the  British  excnequer,  at  the  seat  of  the  home  Government,  still  the 
emit  below  acquired  J  luiadiotloD  of  the  parties  and  had  an  Important  dnty  to  per- 

And  again,  in  the  same  opinion : 

"Whece  the  necessary  parties  are  befors  a  conrt  of  eqnit;,  it  is  immaterial  that  the 
m  of  lj)e  eontroTeny,  whether  it  be  real  or  personal  pn^ierty.  Is  beyond  the  terri- 
todal  Jnriadiction  of  tlie  tiibnnaL  "  (Bee  Phelps  v.  McDonald,  99  United  States,  pp. 
10B.307,  and  JOe.l 

Tbe  conTerse  proposition  Is  Joet  as  tnie.  Who  can  deny  that  iu  every  proceeding 
fartm,  provided  the  Bnbject-niBtt«r^  the  oontroversf  is  within  tbe  jnrlsdlctionof  the 
mart,  it  does  not  matter  wbelber  tbe  parties  are  or  are  not  before  tut  court.  Bnt  tbe 
marts  have  gone  further. 

In  1B71  there  were  moneys  belonging  tb  tbe  French  QoTernment — peiBonal  property 
—deposited  with  a  certain  banking  boose  in  England,  and  there  were  parties  who 
elaiined  to  recover  certain  sama  from  the  French  Govemmi'nt.  They  apiilied  for  an 
iujanctiuD  to  Vice- Chancellor  Malin,  then  holdine  the  equity  court  of  England,  to  re- 
Mraiu  the  said  bankere  from  paying  to  the  French  Government  the  moneys  deposited 
with  tbem,  which  moneys  were  wichio  the  Jurtadlctinn  of  tbe  court.  Here  no  per- 
aonat  service  coold  bi*  obtained,  since  no  subpisna  coald  be  served  on  tbe  ambassador 
of  France  at  Loadoo ;  nevertheleBs  the  court  held  that  it  had  Jurisdiction  over  tbe 
fond  withont  personal  process  had  on  the  defendant,  and  a  temporary  injnnctioa  waa 

So  the  two  pTDposittona  anbmitted  by  the  eonnsel  for  the  L'nited  States  are  not  aap- 
ported  bv  the  jnat.abave- slated  decislone — one  by  tbe  Supreme  Ccmrt  of  the  United 
Butes.  the  otber  by  the  vice-chancellor  of  Englaud.  This  view  of  tbe  case  I,  ther»- 
&te,  CBmestly  snbmit  to  tbe  Commission;  First,  tbe  juriiuliction  over  tbe  anbject- 
matter  niuy  exist  independently  of  the  Jurisdictiun  over  the  pursun,  and  a  cbiim  Co  a 
elMwe  in  action  may  l>e  decided  here,  eveu  it  the  party  waa  not  subject  to  the  jarls- 
diction  of  this  Commission. 

Let  ns  look  at  aaothet  side  of  this  same  Hubjecfr—tbat  of  a  Frencbman  deceased  sinoe 
the  time  of  the  injury  suttered.  Rnlelof  this  Commission  saye:  ''If  a  claimant  be 
dead,  bis  executor  or  administrator  or  tbe  legal  repreaeutatives  of  the  eeCattimust  ap- 
pear, nnlttts  ic  be  ahuwa,"  &c.  So  the  Commission,  noder  its  own  riili«,  recognizaa 
that  a  claim  of  a  Joreaaed  Freocbman  is  befurs  the  Commission.  Tbna  an  American . 
bom  citixeu,  appointed  adininistrntor  by  a  uuiirt,  is  recogni^ietl  under  your  rules. 

At  tho  same  time  I  may  refer  tbiaComuiissiun  to  tbe  precddeuta  created  by  the  Brit- 
ish Claims  Commission  noder  quite  identical  articles.  I  Bad  tfa at  admin ibtralors  pre- 
senting theawelves  with  letters  of  adu'iiiistration  granted  l>y  a  county  judge  «ere 
rscogoised,  aud  as  snch  they  represente'l  tbe  estate — no  matter  who  might  have  been 
the  parties  interested  in  the  estate,  either  as  creditors,  as  lieirs,  legatees,  tfcc.  And 
liere  1  wiab  to  refer,  also,  to  the  words  used  by  the  Alabama  Court  of  Claims,  where  tho 
Hon.  Mr.  Davis  was,  I  beiiuve,  secretary.  It  was  held  by  that  Coramissii>n  "that, 
owing  to  tbe  peculiar  eircnmittatices  of  these  claims,  they  sbuuld  nut  be  allowed  to 
perish  tbr«ugh  a  strict  adLereocB  to  tbe  technical  rules  of  courts  of  law."  And  fur- 
ther: -'The  court,  by  the  presiding  judge,  stated  its  opinion,  early  in  its  session, 
that  letters  of  admin istratiun  or  letters  testamentary  granted  in  any  State  of  tbe 
United  States  would  give  authority  to  sne  iu  this  court." 

I  will  take  the  liberty  to  come  back  to  the  proceedings  of  the  British  and  Amerleau 
CaiataisaUou,  aad  I  will  do  so  in  l)orrowing  the  very  words  used  by  Mr.  Carlisle  in  bis 
WiBf  in  oppOHition  (o  (be  demumr  inter|>ose(l  by  the  United  Slates; 

"  Where  %  Briiisb  subject  has  died,  and  his  property  has  not  been  administered,  no 
oae  conld  make  the  claim  but  an  administrator  repreB<>nting  the  British  right  of  the 
dec»a>rd  owner,  Aid  claiming  in  his  stead.  That  this  Commission  should  refnse  to 
Kake  him  au  award,  because  it  does  not  alflnii at ively  appear  that  living  Brillsbsnb- 
jecis  are  intereeted  to  procnring  such  award,  would  be  manifestly  ni(jnst  and  Dnrea* 
•onable."    (See  Howard's  Report,  pp.  3'jg-3;lU.) 

After  the  cose  woe  fally  argued  the  Commission  drcided  to  overrule  those  demnr* 
lets,  "tbe  m«]<^'y  ofthecommiaaionera  beingof  opinion  that  where  theclalm  Is  pros- 
seated  by  an  uilniiniHtrat.or,  in  respeot  of  injury  to  property  of  an  intextate  who  was 
eielnaively  a  British  sabject,  and  the  benedciariea  are  British  subjects  »«  well  aa 
American  oitizena,  the  claim  may  ba  proaeontad  for  their  banefit."  (See  same  volume 
taetted  above.  ptg«  10.) 

Id  the  case  at  bar,  if  (his  claimant,  after  suffering  damages,  had  assigned  hia  elaim 
to  a  FraDehman,  there  la  no  donbt  that  the  assignee,  under  yunr  rules,  would  have  % 
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alnnding  here,  laiA  Ibat  he  might;  claim  dBmngen.  Aftain,  if  tliis  alaimant  bad  died 
beforu  be  became  natumlized  in  the  United  Btaws,  aa  admioistratarooatd  h»va  come 
liere  and  proseouU^  the  claim.  And  agaio,  in  CB«e  claimant  liad  died  a  banknipt 
before  he  changed  bin  nationality,  theru  is  iio  dimbt,  nnder  the  JnriBpmdence  rstab- 
liiihrd  b;  the  British  Claims  ComuiiMlou,  tliat  hie  aaHignee  In  baukmptoy  or  the  ra- 
-ceivtr  appointed  by  a  conrl.  of  equity  would  have  a  standing  before  you.  This  la  all 
I  wish  to  prcMint  iinir  lo  the  Couiminaiuu  ou  Che  questiun  of  the  repreventation  of  ■ 
deceased  pentnn,  his  iiiteretitor  estate 

1  come  now  to  auothirr  branch  of  the  ease.  The  couniel  for  the  United  Statre  has 
said  in  hie  brief  (p.  U)  that  thi're  was  no  case  of  a  similar  charaotiT  before  the  British 
und  American  Claims  Comm  Irs  ion  (or  that  no  claim  answering  the  desoriptii^  of  that 
of  Perch^  wss  acted  upon  by  the  Commission),  and  in  snjipnrt  of  his  viewa  he  qnoles 
certain  ciroiilar  letters  wrillen  by  the  British  agent,  Mr.  Heury  Howard,  in  regard  Ut 
the  oonditions  to  be  complied  with  beforu  claims  were  presented.  This  covers  pagsa 
6,7,andtJof  the  last  brief  on  btihulf  ol  the  United  States.  J  beg  to  he  e sensed  from 
rending  said  letters,  sinoe  the  papurs  are  before  the  Commission.  The  reason  that 
decidf^  Mr.  Howard  to  issue  such  instrnctions  is  very  plain,  Mr.  Howard  cnnid  nnt 
do  otherwise  than  to  exclude  Hritisb  sulijectn  DatiiralJEed  in  the  United  Stateii.  The 
British  Govemmrnt  was  bound  by  treaty  stipnlationa.  The  treaty  stipulation  I  am 
leferriiig  to  b»Hm  the  date  ot  May  5,  1871.  It  is  found  in  the  natnrali nation  treaty 
between  the  United  Slates  and  Eugland. 

Indeed,  jiist  prior  to  the  nrganization  of  the  Commission  orgatiiEed  nndertfae  treaty 
<if  WaehiaKloD,  a  trraiy  of  natural ixatioQ  had  been  signed  by  the  two  rountrin,  in 
which  the  conditions  of  uaturalizatinu  were  clearly  dsQned.  This  accoiinta  for  Mr. 
Howard's  instructions.  Tim  same  wiiulcl  have  been  true  in  the  case  of  a  Cotnaiisaion 
with  Oennauy,  the  Mam<-  with  Austria,  tbn  same  wicb  Italy,  with  Belgium,  *nd  sodm 
other  countries  that  I  might  umne.  But  France  ban  no  treaty  of  naturalisation  with 
the  United  States.  It  never  bus  had  any,  and  to  undemtand  and  decide  who  is  a 
French  citizen  aud  how  French  citizenshi[i  is  loat,  one  baa  to  fall  back  upon  the  mu- 
nicipal laws  of  France. 

I  will  Btnte  tirst  this  proposition :  That  except  under  whnt  is  called  "the  general 
principles  of  17USI,"  there  is  no  positive  e  n  act  meut  anywhere  permitting  a  French  citizen 
to  leave  his  country  aud  to  be  nuturelized  abroad.  The  secood  proposition  is  this :  That 
in  caae  a  Frenchman  leaves  his  country  and  goes  abroad,  and  becomes  uatnraliied  in 
«  foreign  conutry,  Ills  rigUC  lo  do  so  may  have  been  implicitly  recognlzeil  by  the  laws 
of  France,  but  it  is  written  in  no  legislative  act  of  an  affirmative  character. 

In  the  act  of  snth  of  July,  1H6S,  the  [Jolted  States  declared  positively  that  an  Am- 
«rioan  citizen  had  the  right  to  go  nbroad  and  change  his  uationallty.  But  there  is 
nu  auoh  a  legislation  iu  France.  There  are  only  the  provisions  of  the  Civil  Code, 
whoee  negative  character  yon  will  notice.     Article  17  says : 

"Freuch  citizenship  shall  be  lnnt—fir«t,  by  naturalization  in  a  foreign  oonntiy; 
second,  by  acceptance  without  authorization  of  the  King  of  a  public  office  conferred 
by  a  foreign  Qovernment ;  third,  and  lastly,  by  a  commercial  establiahmeut  in  a  ibr- 
«ign  country  without  intent  to  return." 

Such  Is  the  article,  and  now  I  come  back  to  its  Qrst  provision.  A  Frenchman  goes 
Abroad.  There  he  becomes  naturalized,  bat  it  is  not  ipse  /oefo  that  he  loaea  his  citi- 
CBDHbipin  regard  to  the  country  of  fatBorigio.  I  think  that  the  United  Btateaoonnael 
will  not  lie  able  to  find  anywhere  any  provision  in  the  laws  of  France  deolaring  that 
when  a  Frenchman  has  been  natnratized  abroad,  the  very  fact  that  he  was  so  natural- 
ised is  conclusive  upon  his  country  of  orgin.  The  Civil  Code  says  merely  that  aiich 
»  Frenchman  has  lost  his  nationality ;  but  by  whom  is  this  loss  to  be  ascertained  f 
The  Code  says  nothing  about  it. 

Whenever  questions  of  that  hind  have  arisen  during  the  lost  fifteen  yeara,  and  I 
may  perhaps  speak  of  them  with  some  degree  of  positiveness,  so  far  as  the  French 
Kepnblic  and  the  United  States  are  concerned,  the  Goverument  of  the  United  Statee 
has  afiplied  to  the  Government  of  France  to  decide  whether  Mr.  So-and-so  who  held 
a  oertidcale  of  naturalisation  in  the  United  States  had  ipM/oclo  cetMed  to  be  a  Fi*nch 
citizen,  and  the  l^lmperor  himself,  in  all  his  power,  always  declined  to  accede  to  that 
demand,  Whyf  Because  there  is  only  one  authority  in  France  which  hosjnrisdio- 
tion  over  the  matter;  that  is  the  French  courts.  Take,  by  way  of  illnatraliuo,  the 
case  of  a  Frenchman  who  came  to  this  country  and  was  naturalized  here,  and  who 
retnms  to  France,  Before  that  man  was  naturalized  in  the  United  Statea,  be  was 
not  protectnd  by  the  stutnto  of  limitations,  so  far  as  military  duty  at  home  was  eon- 
oeroed.  Suppose  that  that  maa  retomed  to  France  after  he  changed  bis  nationality, 
and  tbat  he  was  arrested — coses  after  oases  of  that  description  are  before  me  here— 
and  whenever  the  United  States  minister  to  France  has  called  the  attention  of  the 
Imperial  or  Hepublican  Government  to  those  questions,  what  hB«  lieen  the  answert 
Then  has  always  been  but  one,  viz:  We  are  going  to  teat  the  ease  before  the  oonrta. 
So  the  FreDcbman  who  claims  lo  have  been  naturalized  in  the  United  State*  is  iu- 
lirisoned  by  the  order  ot  the  Secretary  of  War,  for  instanoe,  and  therenpoa  the  case 
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ia  referred  to  the  courts.  The  conrta,  on  presentatioD  to  them  of  the  certiBcata  of 
D>tiiratiz«tion  ftbraad,  decide  that  the  eiliEen  of  Prvnch  origin  ha«  loat  hix  citizen* 
■bip  fiir  the  raaaou  that  be  woa  naturalized  abroad,  and  it  is  only  when  that  point  ia 
decided  by  a  competent  court  that  the  OovernineDt  of  Frouce  recognizea  the  newly- 
acquirrd  nationality  of  ita  native-born  citizen. 

1  with  tu  read  a  feur  lines  from  General  Dix's  correspondence  on  that  point.  Ireod 
from  United  States  Diplomatic  Correnpondence  of  IH^iri,  part  I,  pages  444,  445: 

"It  is  proper  to  add,  that  in  al]  cases  nhen  a  Frenchman  has  lieeu  conscripted,  and 
stanils  on  record  as  having  failed  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  uiililary  service, 
■  jndictat  inquiry  takes  place.  His  pfinsport  does  not  exempt  liim  from  arrest  and 
drteQiiiin  ;  hnt  the  Oovernment  alireys  allows  him  to  ao  at  large  on  engs^ing  to  ap- 

Ecar  at  the  time  and  place  appointed  for  the  examination.  Tlio  first  examination  la 
y  a  civil  tribunal.  If  he  j>  fonnd  tobenoiiizeii  of  the  United  States,  he  is  exempted 
from  military  service.  He  is  tben  brought  before  a  oonueil  of  war,  which  decides 
whether  he  has  been  delinquent,  and,  if  so,  whether  his  delinquency  is  removed  hy 
prtacriptton." 

In  the  same  volume  there  is  a  caae  of  that  kind  stated  on  pHKn  453  : 

"  On  being  advised  ofQciallv  of  these  facts  by  the  Marquisde  Moustier,  I  sent  him 
a  copy  crrtined  under  the  seal  of  the  lezation,  of  Brailly'H  certificale  of  naturaliza- 
tion, and  he  was  promptly  released.  The  Imperial  Government  only  asked  that  h» 
ihonid  satisfy  the  estahliidied  form  of  proceeding  hy  Koing  before  a  civil  tribunri 
with  bis  certiflcatfl  and  passport,  and  show  that  ho  had  been  naturalized  as  a  citizen 
of  the  United  Stales." 

Bo  the  case  of  Brailly  comes  Just  tn  support  of  the  general  statement  made  by 
Oeneral  Diz. 

I  have  before  me  all  the  papers  relating  to  natiiralizatiou,  expatriation,  Ao,,  pre- 
pared at  the  request  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  f  am  able  to  say  that  my 
statement  ia  sopported  by  the  opinion  of  an  advocate  of  the  court  of  appeals  of 
Paris,  who  is  the  counsel  of  the  Brtliah  embassy  there  ;  that  opiuiou  is  priuted  in  this 
book.  Mr.  Treitt  refers  to  other  esses  besides  that  of  Brailly,  and  finally  he  lays 
down  the  general  doctrine  In  the  following  way  : 

"If  the  penton  seeking  to  avoid  the  performance  of  military  duty  pleads  uaturaU- 
talion  in  a  foreign  cviutry,  the  conrt-martial  defera  the  enf-'fcemcnt  of  the  penalty 
■Dri  ftrants  the  accused  »  delay,  that  he  may  be  enahled  to  prove  his  foreign  citizen- 
riiip  in  the  conrra. 

"  If  be  obtaiaa  ajndgment  declaring  that  be  has  lost  his  French  citizenship,  the 
coart-tuartial  acquits  him,  hut  only  when  his  naturalization  took  place  three  years 
before.  If  this  Is  nut  the  caui,  the  judg>B  enforce  the  penalty  provided  for  the 
(dfenae.  In  fact,  the  avoidance  of  military  service  is  an  offense  which  no  mere  lapaa 
of  time  cat)  cancel ;  it  lasts  until  the  military  service  is  rendered.  Now,  the  Juris- 
prDdenoe  of  eon rt»- martial  says  that  the  offense  uo  longer  eiisls  when  the  offender 
Dss  become  naturalized  io  a  foreign  country ;  thenceforwaid  the  olfender  who  has 
been  oatnralizMl  more  than  three  years  incura  no  penaltv."  (See  U.  8.  Diplomatio 
Correspondence  for  1M7.I,  p.  1280.) 

The  principle  which  underlies  this  whole  snbject  is,  that  no  military  power  can  be 
preventMl  f^oui  enfi>rciug  its  claim  to  military  service,  unless  a  oivll  court  has  held 
that  the  Frenchman  naturalized  abroad  is  duly  natoralized  there. 

There  »n  certain  civil  rights  which  belong  to  Frenchmen  alone — they  are  few  in 
bcr,  bat  there  are  somr.  For  instance  (at  leikst  it  was  si>  for  a  great  many  years), 
that  of  holding  and  owning  shares  of  the  Bank  nf  France,  which  was  exclusively  re- 
served to  Frenchmen  b.v  legislative  enactiTients.  At  srime  time  Freuchu<en  are  ez- 
Mnpt  frum  furnishing  the  eaulio  fudieatvm  lolvi  under  article  lli  nf  thn  Civil  Code ; 
•Do  again,  they  enji>y  siiiiie  privlTegrs  which  relate  to  coutracts  between  Frenchmen 
and  aliens.  If  I  rBnieml>er  rightly,  a  case  arose  where  a  Frenchman  was  natuntllzed 
sbroAd  and  came  back  tu  sue  on  a  contract,  and  thereupon  this  questiou  came  up  b<^ 
fore  the  court :  Is  be  an  alien  o-  a  French  citizen  f  The  court  held,  on  tbe  very 
threshold  of  the  proceedings,  that  they  had  to  paHS  npou  the  question  of  citizenship. 

And  aom'  comes  a  decree  about  which  some  words  ought  to  bM  said  here.  It  Is  the 
decree  of  the  iiBth  of  August,  It^ll,  which  has  never  been  repealed.  Under  that  de- 
cree it  ia  proridi^  that  "  nn  French  citizen  can  be  natnratizeil  in  a  foreign  country 
witbont  onr  authorization." 

This  article  stands  to-day  In  full  foree.     It  is  not  always  applied,  but  sumetimea 

1  oome  now  to  the  last  branch  of  the  case,  about  which  I  wish  to  sabnilt  some  re- 
narks  to  this  honorable  Commission.  If  it  comes  to  this — that  the  personal  statue  of 
tbe  French  citizen  must  fie  established  at  the  time  of  preienting  his  claim — I  have  to 
refer  the  counsel  for  the  Unilrcd  States  to  two  decisions,  both  of  great  weight.  Tbe 
brmer  is  »  decision  of  the  King's  Bench  in  Englanil ;  the  latter  is  a  decision  by  the 
AiDerieaii  and  British  Commission  of  1^1.  ^fn  the  case  ol  Wilson  r.  Mnrryatt,  6 
Term  Reports^  31,  the  qneation  was  aa  to  the  legality  of  a  trading  voyage  to  tbe  East 
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Americao  citizens  by  tlie  treat;  of  1794  between  Ore&t  Britain  and  the  United  8t*t«*. 
Collet  was  a  Brillsh-bom  auliject  and  aa  adofjled  cilizeD  of  the  Uoited  Statea,  ftnd  tbe 
qaeation  wai  aa  to  wbetber  or  not  be  was  entitled,  nnder  tbe  treaty,  ip  bis  cfaaracter 
aa  an  American  citizen,  to  a  rigbt  from  which  he  was  excluded  b;  a  statnte  aa  A  Brit- 
ish snliject.  Here  is  a  case  where  the  same  tnan  is  at  tite  same  time  a  British  eal^Jcet 
owing  perpetaal  allegiance  to  England  and  an  American  citizen.  The  case  waa  Mgned 
three  times  before  the  conrt  of  tbe  King's  Bench,  and  at  last  tbe  coort  held  tbM  Col- 
let.'heine  within  tbe  description  of  the  treat;  of  IT94  by  virtue  of  bis  Aiaeric*a  dti- 
zenship,  tie  conld  not  be  excluded  on  aicount  of  his  Britieb  uatitmality.  The  oa«» 
was  carried  to  tbe  Exchequer  Chamber,  and  there  tbe  judgment  was  affirmed. 

The  second  cose  is  that  or  Uhde  &.  Co.  v.  Great  Britain,  decided  in  the  Commiauov 
of  1853.  I  will  take  the  liberty  to  read  from  the  opinion  of  the  honorable  ampin  of 
tliRt  Comtiiission: 

"  However  good  the  claim  of  Hesara.  Ubde  ^  Co.,  as  conqnered-  Mexicans,  againat 
tbe  Uuited  States,  by  the  interpretation  of  the  law  of  nationa  as  given  by  the  decja- 
iona  of  the  conrta  of  Great  Britain,  may  be,  the  claim  ought  to  be  excluded  from  thU 
Couiiuiseioo.  The  Government  of  the  United  States  have,  however,  entertained  tbe 
claim  to  tbe  correapondence  betwfen  the  dipt'-matic  agents  of  tbe  two  coantriea,  attd 
for  this  reason  ve  hold  that  it  should  be  considered  and  aettled  witboDt  farther  de- 
lay." 

Ah  thf  ra>-e  is  aomewbat  extended,  I  will  atate  it  in  a  few  worda.  Here  la  a  Britisb 
subject  who,  under  the  laws  of  war,  is  to  be  regarded  aa  a  Mexican,  and,  aeverthe- 
kes,  his  fonnT  character  as  British  subject  is  heM  to  be  anfficient  to  aeoure  for  bin 
an  award  bv  tlie  houorable  umpire  of  that  Commisaion. 

And  now,  in  siimuiing  up,  I  wish  to  say  that  iu  regard  to  t.be  citizeaafaip  vf  tbe 
rigbt  revei-eiid  archbishop  of  New  Orleans,  when  the  case  was  presented  10  tbe 
agent  of  Kraiice,  tbon  Mr.  Lanen,  he  submitlud  tbe  question  to  me  to  know  wbetber 
I  thought  that  tbe  cnae  should  be  presented.  I  anawered  in  the  affimative,  for  the 
reason  that  ao  far  aa  the. French  Quvernmeiit  is  concerned,  and  inaHmnch  aa  Freacb 
courts  bave  not  decided  to  tbe  contrary,  that  gentleman  is  aa  yet  a  citizen  of  Frauce. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  is  the  great  queation  of  equity.  This  olaiiaant  caonot 
find  anywhere  else  a  remedy ;  anil  France,  that  to  a  certain  fxfent  representa  hioi  aa 
^t,  oaunot  do  otherwiie  tbau  to  give  him  the  opportunity  to  present  himself  before 
this  honorable  Conimiasion,  where  he  will  obtain  justice. 

At  the  same  session  the  counsel  for  the  CDited  States  made  the  fol- 
lowiiig  argument  in  conclusion : 


close  of  bis  argument,  that  the  agent,  Mr.  Laufn,  at  the  very  outset  waa  ao  muoh  ii. 
doubt  as  to  wbetber  this  case  came  witbin  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  under 
the  treaty,  that  the  quesliou  was  tbe  sabfect  of  con feranoe  between  tbe  agent  and 
the  conusel  of  tbe  French  Qoveramont.  Next,  I  trust  that  the  counsel  for  the  Qov- 
emuient  of  the  French  Republic  will  not  take  it  omisa  if  I  say,  in  the  beKlnnlng,  that 
I  feel  at  liberty  to  omit  any  attempt  to  answer  some  portion  of  his  remarks  ana  argu- 
ment, OS  J  cannot  bring  uiyaelf  to  feel  that  they  are  pertinent  to  tbe  issue  before  the 
Commission.  J  shall  now  state  the  viewa  which  are  entertained  by  tbe  connsel  for 
the  Uuil«d  States  upon  theignestion  of  jurisdiction  oh  affecting  nationality,  or,  rather, 
upon  the  queation  of  nationality  as  affecting  juriadiction,  and  relating  not  only  to 
this  cose,  but  to  some  other  cases  whicb  are  to  l>e  preaented  to  tbe  Commliisloa. 
We  do  not  deny  the  rigbt  of  an  administrator,  tboiigli  an  Amerioan  citiien,  to  ap- 

5 ear  before  this  Cuiumisfion  iu  behalf  of  a  claimant,  or  tbe  estate  of  a  claimant 
eceaeed,  provided  that  tbe  beneficiaries  of  the  claim  are  themselves  French  citiaens 
and  were  socb  when  tbe  claim  arose.  If  they  are  not  so  nationalized  we  deny  tha 
right  of  eo  adminUtrator  to  appear,  not  because  he  is  administrator,  but  becauae  tbe 
beneficiaries  tbemselves,  if  other  than  French  citizens,  wonld  have  no  right  to  aluid 
before  this  tribunal.  We  claim  that  au  administrator  can  have  juat  those  righta 
which  hia  coiiatilueucy  would  be  entitled  to  enjoy  if  the  constituency  itself  con  la  ap- 
pear.    Therefore  wn  admit  the  right  of  an  administrator  to  appear  -— i->-J  *■'-  •—-- 

case,  anc 

party  claimlog  alle^jes  that  she  is  now  a  ci 


,Goo'^[o 
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iiotaT4flfa«raeif  of  thepririlege  of  the  treaty,  by  whiub  she  might  hftre  retainad  hoc 
citiKHidiip  in  Fnnc- . 

In  flne,  «e  den;  the  rigbt  of  a  claimant  to  appear  personally  before  tbia  CommiB- 
(ton  or  by  a  repreaeiitativt),  tmlesi  tbe  olaimanC  wag  a  Freucb  ciliseii  wbeii  the  low 
wM  incurred,  Dor  odIms  big  citizeti«bip  in  France  bas  remained  undistnrbed  antil  tbe 
iDDmeDt  lit  tbe  presentation  of  the  claim  before  tbe  Coniraistion. 

Tbe  qttratioti  of  citi]^«nRbip  baa  been  a  diBturbing  one  in  tbia  coantry  from  tbe  ba- 
paniag,  and  tbia  honurable  Commiiuilon  will  undenitand,  upon  the  aui;geation,  that 
ibe  Tiews  entertained  in  the  United  Stales  have  not  conformed  to  Euiupeuu  ideas 
cmteerninK  citizenship,  and  also  that  (be  difference  Is  dne  largely  to  ciroiimatanuas 
whii^  I  will  state.  In  Great  Britain  eapeciully,  where  the  fuudal  aystem  exlstnl  for 
1  long  time,  the  relation  of  the  Htibject  was  ^itbodbI  to  the  king.  To  suiiih  extent,  I 
■Qppoic.tbat  same  relation  baa  aiibaiai^d  in  all  tbe  European  states.  In  tbia  country 
the  citiivn  is  paramonntl  He  ia  the  brat  peraonage  of  the  State,  and  from  him,  oou- 
■tdired  iDdivtiinuHy  and  in  the  aggregate,  all  power  ia  derived.  Tbe  antbority  that 
iafirrcised  by  the  magistrate,  by  the  military  or  by  tbe  civil  afflcer,  ia  that  antbority 
ithirhtbe  citizens  bave  conferred  through  coustitutjoual  proceaaes.  In  Great  Britain 
it  vas  lb?  thaorj'  that  power  originally  reaided  in  the  sovereign ;  that  granta  were 
nude  by  the  sovereign  to  tbe  snLiJect,  and  that  in  retnrn  the  aubject  owed  lo.yalty, 
obedience,  and  service  to  the  sunrce  of  power.  Of  course,  these  oppoaiug  ideaa,  op- 
erstingoD  one  side  of  tbe  Atlantic  in  one  way  and  on  tbe  other  aide  in  another  way, 
hiTC  been  tbe  sonrce  of  diflerencea  all  tbe  while,  but  in  tbeae  hundred  years  there 
hu  bean  great  reconciliation  and  a  manifeat  tendency  to  entire  unity  of  ideas  and 
policy. 

Paasmg  from  tbia  topic  for  a  moment,  it  Bceins  proper  forme  to  say  tbatt.be  authority 
of  this  Commissi  on,  I  reapectfnilyanbniit,  isnotderivfd  from  tradition;  it  ia  nut  derived 
from  tbe  habits  or  nsagee  of  countries,  either  the  Uniti>d  States,  France,  or  Great  Britain ; 
Dot  dependent  npou  opinion  anywhere,  but  itiaderivedfiacllyand  specilically  &om  the 
tTPaty,  and  from  nothing  elae.  If  there  have  been  decimiinH  under  other  treaties,  or  if 
tbere  have  been  decisioDH  in  the  courts  which  aeelnto  militate  against  tbe  doctrine  wbieh 
thf  United  Statea  attempts  to  set  up  here  and  undi'rtakea  to  maintain,  those  decisions 
Htdihoae  vii-waareof  no  conseqnence  whatever  unless  there  boaonie  ambiguity  of  luu- 
gnage  in  this  treaty,  aomepbrase  which  !a  a  pbroaeof  municipal  or  of  international  law, 
ud  which  requires  iuterpretation.  In  aucb  a  case  we  necessarily  go  to  tbe  municipal  law 
or  to  tbe  international  law  to  lind  the  meaning,  but  nnleaa  aome  of  theae  things  exist 
OTMcnr  there  in  nothing,  I  respectfully  submit,  for  tbia  Commiasiou  to  do  except  to 
look  at  tbe  treaty.  If  it  be  clear  ;  if  it  be  unambiguouB ;  if  it  be  not  open  to  doubt  as 
to  what  thu  intention  of  the  partiea  was,  as  that  intention  haa  been  act  forth  ia  the 
laDgnage  of  the  treaty,  then  there  ia  nothing  for  the  Commiaaion  to  do  except  to  ob- 
•Prre  the  treaty.  Nor  is  it  of  tbe  leaat  ounaequenee  that  there  ia  no  other  tribnn^ 
that  can  do  J  us' ice  to  theae  claimanta,  if  justice  has  not  been  already  awarded  to  them. 
This  is  Dot  A  tribunal  to  administer  Justice  generally.  It  is  a  tribunal  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  the  treaty.  Of  course  there  are  many  wrongs  that  cannot  be  rem- 
tdiM  by  tbia  iribuDnl.  Of  course  there  are  many  perauna  who  think  that  they  are 
mtnined  of  their  ri);b1a  in  some  way  or  shape,  but  they  cannot  come  here  unless 
Ibey  are  authorized  by  tbe  treaty  to  come  here  ;  and  it  is  not  of  tbe  leoat  couaeqneDce — 
it  has  been  drawn  into  the  diacuaaion  in  tbe  briefs — but  it  is  not  of  the  leaat  conse- 

Sornce  whether  there  is  any  court  iu  the  United  (ita  tea  that  can  give  Percb6  his  claim. 
t  ia  not  of  the  leaat  consequence  whether  Congress  has  conatitutional  powur  to  reira- 
batae  him,  or  whether  it  lioa  tbe  diaposition  to  reimburse  him.  If  it  happen  that, 
bf  virtue  of  bis  positron  as  an  Ampricati  ciri7.en,  be  cannot  obtain  that  indemnity 
which,  if  he  hod  preserved  hie  citineuKbip  in  France,  he  might  have  had.  that  is 
bi*  own  affair.  Hy  friend,  de  Cbambrnn,  saya  that  Archbianop  Perobti  could  not 
bold  real  eatate  tinder  bis  office  as  archbishop  without  becoming  a  citizen  uf  tbe 
I'niled  States.  That  is  not  a  considaratiou  for  this  Commission.  The  archbishop 
decided  that  question.  It  was  presented  to  him  whether  be  would  accept  cUizeu- 
ibip  in  tbe  United  States,  with  capacity  to  bold  real  eatate,  or  whether  he  would 
fregerve  bia  citizenship  in  itance  and  deny  hiiuaelf  tbe  capacity  to  bold  real  estate. 
If  be  took  citiEeosbip  in  the  United  States  he  took  it  with  all  lis  advantages  and 
■  lib  all  its  disadvautAges.  If  he  chose  to  surrender  cilizeuship  in  France,  he  sur- 
radered  tbe  advantages  and  he  avoided  the  disadvantages.  He  made  his  choice,  aud 
be  stands  before  this  Cummiasiou  tu  day  either  a»  a  French  citizen  or  aa  an  Atuericon 
citiien,  and  it  is  lor  tbia  tribunal  to  say  wbiuh  be  is. 

I  onght  to  say  in  passing— al though  tbe  remark  is  not  exactly  pertinent  to  tbeoose 
«r  Pereh6 — that  it  so  happened  in  our  brst  brief  (on  pugs  2)  that  a  remark  was  mode 
which  bad  been  commented  upon  in  the  reply  of  the  French  counael,  and  not  tre»t«d 


..■rejoinder,  and  thrrefore  1  speak  of  it.  TTie  sentence  is  this— after  quoting  from 
Article  II  of  tbe  treaty  in  wbioh  it  is  provided  that  tbe  Commission  "shall  be  com- 
petent and  obliged  to  examine  and  decide  upon  all  claims  of  tbe  ofoteoaid  choraoter 
piesented  to  tbem  by  the  citizens  of  either  country,  except  such,"  A.C.,  we  aaf,"^e 
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treaty  thus  speftka  in  the  present  teose,  and  baTx  any  and  every  claim,  nnleas  the  per- 
son preseutiDg  it  is  at  the  time  of  its  presentation  a  citizen  of  the  conntry  through 
vhoAe  BgfliiC.v  the  claim  is  to  be  enforced." 

We  shunld  liave  said  unfwi  theperiouin  ^kose  belialfiht  claim  li  praaUtd  tcai  at  tie 
lime  of  it$  pTt»eiitaliaii.  &c. 

Now,  Mr.  Presidi^iit  and  gentlemen  of  the  Commission,  we  are  bronght  to  the  cod- 
alderation  of  tliis  question  :  Does  Ihe  Frpnch  Government,  speaking  throagh  itii  conn- 
ae]  betF,  deny  or  admit  the  right  of  a  French  citizen  to  change  his  nationiility  t 

Hr.  De  Cuambhl'N.  Uudir  certain  conditions  to  tic  compli^  with,  the  French  Oov- 
emnieut  has  never  denied  the  right  to  change  nationality,  and  this  reenlt*  from  what 
we  cull  the  principles  of  1709. 

Hr.  BuCTWBLL.  Koltowing  what  has  been  said  b.v  the  counsel  for  the  French  Gov- 
erDnieiit,and  availing  myself  of  such  iiiformatioD  as  I  am  able  to  command,  I  Tenture- 
to  HtHte  the  position  of  the  French  Government  In  regard  to  citizenship,  and  the  right 
of  a  French  citizen  to  make  a  selection  of  nationality.  There  are  itome  thins*  nrbicb 
we  do  not  put  in  statutes.  They  are  those  things  about  which  there  is  no  difference 
of  opinion,  and  the  statute  of  18'<S,  pasxed  by  Ihe  Congress  of  the  United  Statca,  in 
wbicL  it  is  declared  that  eipatriatKin  is  a  universal  right  common  to  all  men,  ww 
only  extorted  from  Congress  by  the  obiectinns  aud  dilUciiltiee  that  arose  in  oar  com- 
manications  with  other  countries  touching  this  matter  of  citizenship.  Fur  oanielves, 
we  existed  for  a  hundred  years  without  ever  having  said  that  an  American  cilizen 
might  change  his  nationality,  becnuse  it  was  an  admitted  right  about  which  we  had 
no  donlits.  We  always  admitted  the  riglit.  We  only  declared  our  long-settled  opin- 
ion when  qnestions  of  difficulty  amso  in  onr  relations  with  other  Govemmenta. 

Hr.  Ok  CHAMBSuy.  The  courts  denied  it  np  to  186<j. 

Hr.  Boi'TW)tL,L.  Nut  our  courts. 

Ur.  Dk  Chambruv.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Btatee  held  t«i  the  doctrine 
of  perpetnal  allegitince  up  to  Iri&H. 

Sir.  BouTWSLL.  Not  unless  the  deoatlonalUod  ci  iceo  was  domiciled  in  or  retnmed 
to  this  country. 

1  can  wfII  undet:itaad  that  the  Qovernmeat  of  France,  from  the  revolution  of  UiO, 
which  broke  down  what  had  previously  existed  of  th»  feudal  system,  so  recogoiied 
the  right  of  the  citiren  to  cho<we  bis  nationaJity,  that  u  legislative  declaration  waa 
eupe  fluuns.  ThelTtbarcicleoftho  ^'rench  Code  recognijestbe  right  and  most  clearly. 
It  proceeds  upon  the  idea  that  a  fmnch  citizen  may  deaationalize  himself,  and  it  de- 
clares that  he  loses  his  citizenship  in  France  when  be  is  naturalized  in  another  coantry, 
as  ho  may  alto  lose  his  French  citixeusbip  wtien  he  does  certain  other  things.  Unqaes- 
tionably  in  every  country  there  exists  the  right  to  demand  of  a  born  subject,  who  may 
have  become  a  subject  or  oitizeu  of  another  country  withuat  having  fulfilled  thoaeot^- 
ligatioiiB  to  the  country  of  his  origin  which  the  laws  exact  of  him,  the  performance  of 
those  obligatiiins  which  he  bad  failed  to  meet  before  bis  expatriation  whenever  h« 
retuinx  to  and  puts  himself  under  the  jurisdlciion  of  his  native  conntry.  Out  of  this 
claim  of  riuht,  souietitnes  too  broadly  asserted,  questions  of  difficulty  have  aii-.eo  be- 
tween the  Govemmeiit  of  the  United  States  and  certHin  of  the  Kurupean  Govemmenta 
1  say  with  great  respect  that  in  our  negotiations  with  France  there  has  been  noqnes- 
tion  as  to  the  right  of  a  French  citizen  to  become  an  American  citizen.  The  qaeation 
of  difficulty  grew  out  of  a  pmctice  prevalent  in  Great  Britain,  Germany,  and  perhaps 
in  other  contlneolal  slates.  A  citizen  would  leave  Great  Britain,  Germany,  or  Franca 
at  a  period  of  life  when  he  wassnhjectlo  military  dnty,  becomea  citizen  of  the  United 
States  under  our  laws,  and  then  retnrn  to  his  native  land,  live  among  his  old  asso- 
ciutes,  and  escape  tbe  obligations  that  rested  upon  the  persons  with  whom  he  had 
hevn  iilentified.  This  course  appeared  to  be  a  great  injustice  to  bis  neighbors  and 
associates,  aii<I  the  Government  lookvd  upon  it  as  an  effort  upon  his  part  to  shirk  his 
proper  reslmnsibility  in  domestic  affairs.  Our  difficulty  was  to  deyiee  mnana  for  the 
protection  of  this  classof  American  citizens  agaiusl  demuuds  which  seemed  harsh  or 

We  saw  the  injustice  of  maintaining  the  proposition  that  a  foreigner  who  had  been 
naturalized  in  this  cuuntrj^  might  return  home,  live  ^>ermanently  among  his  old  asso- 
ciates, and  plead  his  American  citizenship  ns  exemption  from  military  servicea,  or  the 
performance  of  othi  r  duties  theretofore  imposed  upon  him. 

And  I  have  to  say,  further,  that  all  that  Mr.  De  Chambrun  has  quoted  of  codes  and 
decrees  touching  citizenship  in  France,  wirh  reference  to  persons  naturalized  in  other 
conntries,  tends  to  supiMrt  the  jiositions  I  now  maintain.    Penalties  ate  therein  im- 

fiised  for  not  performing  military  service.  There  is  nut  one  word,  however,  as  far  as 
have  observed,  that  has  been  rxa^l  by  him  which  goes  to  show  that  the  French  Gov- 
ernment does  not  recognize  the  right  of  a  French-bom  citizen  or  subject  to  beeome  a 
citixen  of  another  country,  provided  always  that  he  stays  in  that  conntry,  or,  if  he 
returns,  that  the  obligations  resting  npou  him  when  he  left  the  country  arefair^met. 
Mr.  De  CUAHBHUN.  Now  suppose  a  Frenchman  naturalized  in  this  country,  and 
owuB  shares  of  the  Bank  of  France,  which,  unless  it  has  been  very  recently  ahangedr 
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to  MJiDebodf  eiio — that  he  cannot  hold  them  T     It  is  a  peDaUft    It  is  merel;  a  pro- 
Tiaiuii  of  the  civil  law  affnctiog  rights  of  tb»I  kind. 

Ur.  BouTWKLi.  I  shuuld  oalT  it  a  (vanall.v,  ceTtaiul;.     A  privilege  is  tlie  enjnynieiit 
bjr  •omebody  of  that  from  wliiKhBompbody'elsni"'""'"''-"^      W"—   ''■•<■   ti>oi-1.  ,>-»-._ 


iriJ.v  a  pririlege  that  is  secnred  to  French  citiKuua  < 
ic  Bank  of  Franc 


f  France  to  I  he  exclusion  of  others.  When  joii  talie  frum  a  perouo  a  priv- 
JlfKe  Ihe  taking  of  the  privilege  is  a  penalty.  Tlierefure  wheu  j-uii  talie  (yoin  a  Frencb 
ritiien  aaturalized  in  the  Uuiteft  States,  and  on  account  nf  bin  Lieiug  so  natnratized, 
the  privilege  of  holdiog  shares  in  the  Bank  of  France,  yon  inipo^te  a  penalty  Dpon 

Mr.  Db  Chambsdm.  In  that  case  it  does  not  relate  to  military  duties  or  to  duties  to 
Ibe  GiiTernment.  It  is  a  matter  between  individuals.  The  natural izatiou  works  as 
between  iDdividDals. 

Hr.  tlQIiTWKLi-  It  is  not  aecassai;  for  us  to  consider  what  the  efiocta  of  citizenship 
in  unolher  country  are  upon  a  boni  French  citizen,  The  only  poiiit  wbicll  concerns 
HI  in,  for  the  uiomuut — and  I  do  not  think  that  even  that  qneatiun  is  of  supreme  im- 
partauce— to  know  whelher  under  the  French  system  the  right  nf  a  Frunch-borti  citi- 
zen ID  be  a  citisen  of  another  oonntry  is  recognizfd;  anil  I  HUbmit  witli  great  conS- 
drnoe  and  with  entire  rrapect,  both  to  this  Uommission  and  U>  the  counsel  lur  the  Gov- 
enment  of  the  French  Re)inblic,  that  not  only  the  ITth  article  of  the  Code,  but  all 
the  history,  both  diplomatic  and  legal,  goes  to  show  that  the  t'rencb  Govcraruent  has 
tFcogniieil  this  right.  Tba^  the  Government  has  imposed  penalties  npou  citizens 
who  have  denationalized  themselves  and  neglected  or  avoide<l  the  performance  or 
nnain  obligations  resting  upon  them  in  all  evidence  tending  to  show  that  tbe  right 
of  s  French-I><>rn  citizen  to  become  a  citizen  of  another  country  is  t'litly  recognized. 

Tbe  decree  of  the  S6th  of  AugoHt,  lUll,  is  of  the  same  character.  I  am  not  going  to 
trouble  the  Commission  with  reading  any  portion  of  it ;  but  two  things  wilf  appear 
froni  sn  ezaminulinn  of  that  decree : 

Firal,that  it  wasmatly  a  military  order.  It  was  issued  in  time  of  war.  It  was  in  ad 
(ligenoy.  It  was  a  military  order,  sabslantially  like  our  military  orders  which  we 
iMDod  during  the  war.  They  passed  away  when  the  occasion  for  their  enforcement 
hid  disappeared. 

Bat,  sei-ondly,  anil  nf  more  importance,  this  decree  recognizes,  from  beginning  to 
(Dii,  the  right  of  French  citizens  to  make  themselves  citizeiix  of  another  country. 

1  come  now  to  the  consideration  of  the  questiiin  of  naturalization,  for  tbepiirpoMof 
saking  the  Commission  to  reach  a  conclusion  as  to  whut  niunt  have  lieen  in  the  mind 
of  the  French  Government  when  tbe  trraly  of  Jannarv  15,  18rJ0.  was  made.  At  that 
liiDi  the  United  Slates  bad  treaties  with  Austria,  with  Bivleu,  with  Bavsris,  with  Bel- 
giom,  withDenmarlt,  withEouador,  with  Great  Britain,  witiithe  Grand  Uucbv  of  Hesse, 
wttb  Mexico,  with  the  North  German  ;ini<>n  (made  with  Prussia  in  1/168).  nitb  Sweden 
uil  Norwny,  with  Wnrtemberg,  and  in  all  those  treaties  tbe  riulit  of  citizens  or  eub- 
: ., ._._.____    _, ^.^    ...,.   ....  .       Oiler  our 


of  the  United  States  might  liecome  citizens  or  snltjects  of  these  sevtral  couutties,  was. 
il*n  ut  forth  and  declared. 

I  sawrt,  as  well-establiHhod  facts  and  of  general  knowledge,  that  in  ISBO  citizetia  or 
talijecu  at  tbe  nations  of  Europe  might  become  citizens  of  the  United  StareR,  and  that 
ciliztDB  of  tbe  United  States  might  become  citizens  or  nulijectiiof  the  respective  Go v- 
(lumeDta  of  Europe,  and  that  these  legal  and  practical  proponiliona  were  substantially 
incorporatAd  into  the  interuatiunal  law  of  the  continent  of  Europe  and  of  the  United 
Slates. 

What,  I  ask,  is  internal  ionat  lawf  It  arises  from  the  practice,  from  the  agreement  in 
treaties,  from  the  general  understanding,  from  the  aggrecate  of  conduct  and  jnilgnient. 
«f  natiuns  and  orpersons  having  charge  of  public  affairs.  In  IdSO,  when  this  treaty 
■1*  tuade,  we  may  fairly  say  that  this  was  tbe  international  law  of  the  two  conti- 
Dratii.  To  be  sure,  France  had  not  become  a  tresty  party  to  it,  but  tbe  mntiii'ipal 
bistory  of  France,  the  public  history  of  France,  the  fnterniitioual  denliugs  of  France 
with  other  countries,  its  code  and  its  decrees,  all  ten<l  to  show  that  France  recognized 
tbrssiDe  law.  Therefore  she  was  bound  also  to  recognize  and  in:iiiitain  tbe  dactiine 
o[  eipalriation  precisely  aa  she  would  have  been  hud  she  assented  to  it  by  a  solemn 
toeaty. 

But  I  asy  tnors  than  this.  If  the  argument  of  the  counsel  for  the  Frencb  Govem- 
iseut  provea  aoything,  it  proves  too  much.  If  it  proves  imythin;;  in  rfferenoe  to  tbe 
impaaitioD,  it  is  that  the  Govemm>>ut  that  he  represents,  a^A  I  certainly  do  not  inti- 
mste  anything  of  the  kind,  but  if  be  proves  anything  he  proves  that  the  Government 
t'  at  he  represeuts  acted  in  bad  faith  in  fi)rming  this  treaty.  Citizens  of  the  United 
States  and  eitlzensof  France  are  described  in  the  langnasje  of  tbe  treaty,  and  who  wpm 
muatT    Fratioe  mnst  have  known  f^m  her  intimate  acqaaintance  with  the  princi- 
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plas  and  tba  ^aoUc«  of  t)ii»  OaTBmmant  ttom  the  very  b^ooing  th»t  we  raoogniM 
eqDKllr  aait  alike  ••  citizen*  of  thia  Bepablic  Ihoee  who  were  bom  on  oar  toil  andthow 
who,  bor[i  in  other  lands,  have  been  Dstaraliied  and  made  cilizena  of  the  United 


Statee  under  our  law>.  With  na,  aa  France  well  knew,  there  was  no  dlatinclio 
l''>ance  coald  nut  have  understnod  othrrwiae  than  that  we  nnderrttood  the  woidi, 
"oitizena  of  the  United  States,"  >a  inclnding  ttqiially  and  alike  thoae  liom  npon  oar 
own  Mil  andthow)  naturalized  under  our  laws,  TberefoTU  laay,  with  deference  to  thii 
ComiDluion  and  with  rntire  intcnity  uf  opinion  coucemiuK  the  parpoae  of  France, 
that  the  GitTemment  which  my  fnend  now  repreaenta  here  nad  no  other  idea  when 
the  treaty  was  made  than  that  cltizenH  of  France,  whether  bom  in  France  or  Datmsl- 
ized  nnder  her  lawa,  wire  partiea  upon  one  aide,  and  citizens  of  the  Uniird  Statna, 
whether  bnm  npon  our  soil  or  naturalized  under  our  laws,  were  iiartjea  on  the  other 

Gorenimenta,  agKregstinns  of  men,  and  repreaented  hy  men,  are  only  faaman  thiDet, 
and  they  are  controllt-d  by  the  considerations  which  operate  upon  us  aa  individuua. 

This  treaty,  Ihen,  like  every  other  arrangement  between  Uovernmeuta,  was  made 
as  a  mattfr  of  interest,  but  upon  a  principle.  The  interest  waste  protect  on  the  pact 
of  the  United  States  thoae  persons  who  owe  allegiance  to  the  United  Stotea,  of  whom 
service  might  be  required,  aud  trom  whnm  contnbutiona  might  be  expected.  On  the 
part  of  France  the  interest  wiia  to  prol«ct  and  guard  and  help  thoae  who,  aa  Frendl 
citizens  aud  owing  allegiance  to  that  country,  could  be  depended  npon  for  support, 
for  aid,  for  contrinntions,  for  all  the  ditferent  services  which  the  Oovcmment  might 
require.  In  ISOU  Fiance  had  no  interest  whatever  in  undertaking  to  protect  a  petitan 
who,  though  bom  in  France,  bad  ten  years  liefore  absolved  himaelf  from  all  allegiance 
to  that  Oovemment,  had  takou  npon  hlrnaplf  obligations  to  another  GkivemoMnt,  and 
aa  to  allegiance,  to  servicea,  lo  contributions,  to  help,  hod  placed  himself  at  the  dii- 
nosar of  another  connlry.  Therefore,  with  coutidence  I  maintain  that  in  1880  Fnnoe 
hod  no  iatercst  whatever  in  undenaking  to  iiroiect  persona  who,  though  born  in 
France,  bad  absolved  tliamselvea  from  their  allegiance  to  France  snd  had  aaaaniMl 
allegiance  and  obligations  and  duties  to  another 'Government. 

Aud,  liutt  of  all,  uqIfm  this  question  of  cilizenship  is  to  be  forever  lo  doabt,<B 
iwAiiiH,  it  is  in  the  interest  of  us  all,  repreiwiitiug  nations  here,  that  each  Oovetnmenl 
should  look  to,  provide  fur,  protect,  aud  defoud  itsoirn  uitizeuH,  and  leave  the  cilixens 
of  other  couDti'iex  ta  be  provided  for,  protecti^d,  and  defended  by  the  Qovemments  (o 
which  they  owe  allegiance.  And  I  go  ao  far  an  to  say — I  have  said  in  the  brief,  and 
1  do  not  hesitate  to  awtRrt  it  and  to  stand  by  it — that  the  Govemment  of  the  United 
States  had  uo  power  on  the  15th  of  January,  1880,  upon  its  own  motiou  and  by  its  own 
capacity,  tn  act  for  or  in  behalf  of  any  citizen  of  France.  It  could  only  indeninifiy 
citizens  of  France  through  the  agency  of  the  Govemiueut  of  France.  I  aay,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  on  that  day  the  Government  of  France  bad  □□  capacity  lei^ly,  bad 
uo  jurisilictioo,  no  authority,  to  act  in  behalf  of  a  oitizea  of  the  United  State*.  Citi- 
zensuf  the  Unttwl  States  must  look  to  their  own  Government.  Citiieusof  Franoemoat 
look  to  their  Goverumeut,  On  the  15th  of  January.  ItWO,  Archbishop  Perolli<,  of  New 
Orleans,  had  been  for  ten  years  a  cituen  of  the  United  States.  There  is  no  evidence 
that  be  over  returned  to  France,  or  tliat  be  bail  ever  given  any  intimation  ot'  a  pur- 
pose to  return.  lodsed,  in  hie  memorial,  in  the  first  paragraph,  he  decl*rBa  that  in 
\fi70  be  was  naturalized,  ami  that  since  that  time  ha  naa  been  an  AmericaD  eitiaen. 
Those  are  bis  very  words,  aud  the  proposition  now  is  to  declare  that  he  ia  ooian 
Anierii'an  citizen,  but  is  a  French  citizen. 

Hr.  President  and  gentlemen  of  the  Couimission.  I  might  very  well  have  left  all  this  to 
you,  without  an  observation  on  my  part.  I  fear  that  I  may  not  have  aided  you  •(  allm 
your  deliberations,  but  formyself^I  have  not  a  doubt  that  the  treaty,  which  is  the  law 
under  which  we  are  acting,  conatrued  according  to  the  natural  and  reasonable  and 
proper  uae  of  language,  apealu  in  the  present  tense.  It  is  not  retroactive,  and  thoaa 
peraons  only  who.  when  they  present  their  claims  before  this  tribunal,  are  citizens  of 
France,  can  have  a  standiug  and  prosecute  their  claims  against  the  United  States ; 
and  those  persons  only  who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  when  they  preaent  their 
olatma  oan  appear  and  proaecute  their  claims  against  the  Oovemment  of  iSraooe. 

Therenpon  the  Gommiasion  gave  an  opinioa  in  these  words: 

The  Archbishop  P«rch£  in  his  memorial  statoa  that  he  was  naturalized  In  the  United 
States  in  18TD.     He  does  not  claim  to  be  a  French  citizen. 

Witbont  decidiug  upon  any  other  cases  which  may  be  analogous  to  this,  we  think 
that  the  claim  of  Housejgni'nr  Perch6  must  be  rejected,  because  it  doua  not  coma 
witfain  the  t«rms  of  the  treaty,  which  only  provides  for  the  alaima  of  French  oitizeut. 

While  making  thin  decision,  we  deem  it  proper  for  us  to  express  our  regret  that  «• 
oauDOt  take  Jurisdiction  of  a  ca<te  which  seems  upon  ila  face  to  be  ao  equitable. 

The  claim  waa  then  disallowed  (or  want  of  Jurisdiotioo. 


..Google 


FBEKCH    AND   AMERICAN   CLAIHR   COMUIHSIOH.  65 

Tbe  GommiHsion  held,  as  had  beeu  conteoded  by  tbe  counsel  for  the 
United  States,  that  it  va«  necessary  under  tbe  treaty  for  the  memo- 
rialiat  to  aver  and  prove  that  he  was  a  citizen  of  France  when  the  losses 
oocarred,  and  that  be  was  a  citizen  of  France  at  tbe  time,  when  his  me- 
morial was  filed. 

This  rule  was  applied  afterwards  in  all  cases  in  which  tbe  qneation  of 
dtisenship  was  involved.  At  the  end  it  appeared  that  there  were  thirty- 
tbreecasesof  persons  clatmiDgcompensation  who  were  citizeusof  France 
when  tbe  losses  occurred,  bat  who  had  in  tbe  intervening  period  been 
oataralized  and  accepted  citizenship  in  the  Ilnitud  States.  These  claims 
irere  all  rejected.    Tbey  amoauted  in  tbe  aggregate  to  1282,881.50. 

Egle  Aubbt  v.  The  [Jnitbd  States,  So.  25. 

In  the  memorial  of  Egle  Anbry  vt.  Tbe  United  States,  Ko.  35,  it  was 
set  forth  that  she  was  born  in  the  territory  of  Urleans  tbe  3d  day  of  Jao- 
uaiy,  ltM)3,  while  that  territory  was  a  French  colony  and  under  tbe  con- 
trol of  tbe  French  Government. 

Upon  this  statement  a  demorrer  was  filed  by  tbetsonneel  for  the  United 
States. 

In  support  of  the  demurrer  it  was  contended  on  the  part  of  the  United  . 
States  that  inasmuch  as  the  claimant  was  in  the  territory  of  Orleans 
when  that  territory  was  ceded  by  France  to  tbe  United  States  by  tbe 
treaty  of  April  30,  1803,  she  thereby  became  a  citizen  of  tbe  United 
States  inasmnch  as  the  treaty  of  cession  transferred  to  the  United  States 
foil  and  complete  jurisdiction  over  the  iubabitauts  resident  npou  the 
territory  without  any  reservation  whatsoever  on  the  part  of  tbe  French 
Government.  In  support  of  this  position  tbe  connsel  for  the  United 
States  cited  Wheaton's  Elements  of  lutemational  Law  (6tb  edition,  p, 
627),  where,  in  treating  upon  tbe  subject  of  natoralizatiou,  he  says : 
"There  have  been  also  several  cases  of  collective  naturalization."  The 
author  then  proceeds  to  mention  the  convention  of  April  30, 1803,  of  the 
United  States  with  France  for  the  cession  of  Louisiana^  the  treaty  of 
1819  with  Spain  for  the  purchase  of  Florida,  the  treaty  of  1848  with 
Mexico,  by  wbich  California  was  acquired,  and  the  resolution  of  1845  tbr 
the  annexation  of  Texas,  whereby  the  citizens  of  those  various  territories 
became  citizens  of  tbe  United  States. 

The  brief  in  reply  was  filed  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Oovem- 
ment,  bat  it  was  prepared  by  the  special  coaRsel  of  tbe  memorialist,  as 
appears  from  a  statement  interposed  by  the  counsel  for  tbe  French 
Republic,  and  found  in  tbe  record  of  the  case. 

The  counsel  for  tbe  memorialist  relied  upon  the  third  article  of  the 
treaty,  which  is  in  these  words: 

The  inhabitanta  uf  the  ceiled  territory  shall  be  incorporaud  iu  tbe  Udioii  of  the 
Uailed  SMtex  »ni  admited  ••  soon  a*  possible,  acconling  to  the  prmciples  of  the 
F«tler*l  ConBtitutiDD.  to  the  eiitoyment  of  all  tbe  rights,  advantmges,  anil  immaDi- 
lin  of  tbe  citizen*  of  tbe  United  States,  and  in  the  mean  time  they  Hhallbe  maiutaiaed 
uid  pTOtecttHi  ill  tht)  free  enJoyuieDt  of  their  liberty,  property,  and  the  religion  wbich 
ihej  profcM. 

The  memorialist  in  this  case  was  a  woman  of  color,  and  until  the  rati- 
ficstioD  of  the  fourteenth  afnendment  her  citizenship  had  never  been 
recognized  in  the  United  States. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  special  counsel  that  she  had  not  enjoyed  the 
advantages  and  immunities  that  were  guaranteed  to  her  as  a  citizen  of 
the  territory  of  Urleans,  and  that  consequently  her  French  citizenship 
had  remained  ouimpaired. 

In  gapport  of  tbis  position  the  case  of  one  Decuir  was  cited,  who  was 
B.  Ex.  235 5  ,    GOO'^IC 
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the  eoD  of  a  free  negro.  The  father  waa  a  citizen  of  the  territory  of 
Looisiaiia  vhea  it  was  ceded  to  the  United  States.  The  son,  haviDg 
been  impressed  into  the  Confederate  service,  was  diacharged  by  the  ss- 
perior  coart  ef  Alexandria,  upon  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  and  upon  the 
gronnd  that  be  was  not  a  citizen  of  LouiRiona,  and,  eonseqnently,  that 
he  was  protected  as  a  French  snbject  under  the  third  article  of  the 
treaty  of  1S03. 

Upon  the  issues  thus  presented  the  demurrer  was  snstatDed  by  the 
following  decision  of  the  Commission: 

The  cUimsnt,  Egle  Atibry,  a  colored  woman,  wm  boru  on  tbe.3d  da;  of  Jftnnti;, 
1803,  in  tlie  temtoT7  of  Jjouiaiana,  tbeu  a  E^ncb  coIodj,  and  therefore  waa  b;  birtb 
a  citizen  of  France. 

On  the  30th  day  of  April,  16CKt,  tbe  territory  of  Lonisiana  was  b;  treaty  ceded  bj 
Fruice  to  tho  United  States.  Tfaa  treaty  "cedea  to  tbe  Unit«d  States  fore vrr  aod  in 
follTCvereii^ty  the  territory,  nitb  all  itarigbtannil  appnrtenanoeH,  aa  fully  and  ia  tbe 
aamu  iDani7«r  as  the;  have  lieen  acquiredby  the  French  Kopublic  in  virLneof  the  treat; 
with  Spain."  Spain  had  ceded  tbe  territory  to  France  in  October,  1001,  and  the  cet' 
■ion  did  not  affect  alavery,  nhich  iheo  existed  there. 

Tho  treaty  of  cession  containa  no  proviaion  by  which  tbe  inhabitants  ooald  remain, 
orby  thtfir  optiou  choose  to  remain,  French  ciiiien a.  On  the  contrary,  tbe  third  aili- 
ele  of  tbe  treaty  obvioualy  contemplates  that  they  were  to  be  American  cltitcns. 
Article  III  of  tlte  treaty  is  as  follova : 

"Art.  JII.  TheinhabitSiUtH  of  the  ceded  territory  ahall  be  incorporated  in  the  Union 
of  tbe  United  States,  and  admitted  aa  soon  aa  pnasible,  according  to  tbe  tirinciplea  of 
the  Ft^eralCoustitntion,  to  the  enjoyment  of  all  the  rights,  ndvautagea,  anaimmoDiiifs 
of  the  citizens  of  tbe  United  States ;  and  in  the  mean  time  ahall  be  maintained  and 
protected  in  the  free  enjoyment  of  their  liberty,  property,  and  the  religion  which  they 
profew," 

There  is  nothing  in  the  treaty,  therefore,  to  indicate  that  it  nae  tbe  intention  either 
of  France  or  of  the  United  States  that  tbe  inhabitants,  or  any  of  them,  wettt  to  re- 
iDMn  citizcuB  of  France.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  intended  that  they  abonld  be  dti- 
Bens  of  the  United  States. 

The  demnrrer  is  sustained,  and  the  claim  is  disallowed. 

PiEREB  S.  WiLXz  r.  The  United  States,  Xo.  313. 

Tbe  right  of  hetra  to  appear  by  an  administrator  or  other  duly  con- 
stituted authority  was  considered  in  the  case  of  Pierre  S.  Wiltz  v.  The 
United  States,  No.  313. 

Tbe  memorialist  set  forth  that  he  was  the  public  administrator  for 
the  parish  of  Orleans,  in  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  that  as  anch  he 
was  duly  appoiuted  administrator  of  the  succession  of  one  Leon  K.  Del- 
rien,  who  died  at  Hew  Orleans  the  15th  dny  of  April,  1879.  It  was 
averred  in  the  memorial  that  in  the  year  lAG'J  certain  property  of  the 
said  Delrieu  was  destroyed  at  New  Orleans  by  order  of  the  provost 
marshal  of  the  district,  and  that  he  was  imprisoned  under  said  order  for 
the  term  of  thirty-three  days.  The  administrator  claimed  the  sum  of 
|47,000  as  the  value  of  tbe  property  taken  and  destroyed,  and  tbe  dam- 
agfts  due  ou  account  of  said  imprisonment  were  laid  at  110,000  more. 
It  was  averred  in  the  memorial  that  tbe  beneficial  owners  were  tbe  cred- 
itor" and  heirs  of  said  Belrieu,  and  that  tbey  were  legally  represented 
by  the  memorialist. 

Upon  these  facts  as  set  forth  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  inter- 
posed a  demurrer,  allepng  that  the  mattess  and  things  contained  ill  the 
memorial  were  not  sulliuieut  under  the  treaty  nor  in  law  for  the  claim- 
ant to  have  and  muintsiin  bis  claim  against  the  Uuited  States,  in  ^at  it 
did  "not  appear  from  said  memorial  thiit  tbe  alleged  beneficial  owners 
of  said  claim  are  or  ever  were  citizens  of  France." 

Upon  tbe  issue  thus  framed  tbe  question  raised  by  tbe  demoirer  was 
heard  by  tbe  Commission.  The  question  was  argued  upon  briefs  and 
orally  by  tbe  counsel  for  the  respective  Qoveromenta. 
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Id  support  of  tbe  demarrer  tbe  counsel  for  the  United  States  con- 
teDded  that  the  antbority  of  the  Gommisaion  in  the  matter  of  jnrisdic- 
tion  vas  limited  to  claims  by  citizens  of  France,  and  that  the  liuiitatioo 
had  reference  to  the  beneficiaries,  and  not  necessarily  to  the  party  by 
whom  the  claim  might  be  presented.  It  was  admitted  by  him  that  it 
was  not  essential  that  the  citizenship  of  Wiltz  should  be  averred  or 
proved,  but  that  his  risht  to  prosecute  the  case  of  the  persons  whom 
he  professed  to  represent  depended  upon  their  citizenship  in  France. 
It  was  claimed  by  the  connsel  for  the  United  States  that,  iuasmuch  aa 
the  said  Delreiii  was  not  liviog  the  15tb  day  of  January,  1880,  when 
the  treaty  was  ratified,  the  provisions  of  tbe  treaty  could  have  no  effect 
npon  him  [lersouatly,  nor  upon  any  claim  that  he  might  then  Kave  bad 
agaiost  the  Qovernment  of  tbe  Unitod  States,  except  as  far  us  such 
chiiin  Lad  descended,  by  operation  of  law,  to  his  heirs  or  legatee^*,  who 
were  tbe m selves  at  the  date  of  the  treaty  citizens  of  Fi-atice.  It  was 
farther  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  tJuited  States  that  as  to  cred- 
itors, whether  they  were  French  or  American  citizens,  they  were  alike 
incapable  legally  of  appearing  before  the  Commisfiion  as  claimants.  It 
was  contended,  also,  that  previons  to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  there 
was  no  claim  on  behalf  of  lielrien  that  could  be  enforced  ;  that  it  was 
by  and  through  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  that  the  claim  had  a  legal 
existence,  and  by  the  provisions  of  tbe  treaty  it  could  only  be  enforced 
by  French  citizens ;  and  that  if  Delrien's  surviving  beirs  were  French 
eitizena  they  would  have  the,same  standing  before  the  Commissiou  that 
Delrieo  btmsclf  would  have  had  if  living,  but  if  his  heirs  were  Ameri- 
can citizens,  or  if,  in  the  absence  of  heirs  of  blood,  his  property  should 
descend  by  operation  of  law  to  tbe  State  of  Louisiana,  then,  manil^tly, 
the  treaty  could  not  give  to  his  heirs  or  to  the  State  of  Louisiana  a 
Btanding  before  the  Commission,  as  they  were  not  citizens  of  France. 
It  was  contended  that  at  the  time  of  Delrien's  death  no  legal  obligatioi^ 
was  subsisting  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  to  indemnify  Delrien, 
and  that  when  the  treaty  was  made  and  the  obligation  assumed  it  was 
8«8umed  to  and  in  the  interest  of  French  citizens  alone,  and  neither 
American  heirs  of  Delrien  nor  tbe  State  of  Louisiana  secured  by  tbe 
treaty  any  rights  whatsoever. 

lu  support  of  the  positions  talteu  by  tbe  connsel  for  the  United  States, 
tbe  attention  of  the  Uommiasion  was  called  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
British  and  American  Mixed  Commission  in  thecaseof  William  G.Ford, 
adiuinistrator.  In  that  case  the  Commission  allowed  the  claim  as  and 
for  the  interest  of  Mary  G.  Barker,  who  was  a  legatee  under  the  will  of 
G.J.  BobinsoD,  the  decedent  and  original  claimant,  and  rejected  the 
claim  of  two  American  citizens,  who  were  also  legatees  under  the  same 
will.  ThA  Commission  were  also  referred  to  the  claim  of  Mrs.  Grayson, 
being  No.  291,  before  the  same  Commission.  Mrs.  Grayson  claimed  aa 
administratrix  of  tbe  estate  of  John  J.  Cowley,  her  former  husband,  and, 
when  living,  a  British  subject.  After  the  death  of  Cowley  she  inter- 
married with  one  Grayson,  an  American  citizen,  The  Commission  dis- 
allowed the  claim  ot  Mrs.  Grayson  so  far  as  it  was  prosecuted  in  her  own 
right,  although  she,  as  well  aa  Cowley,  were  British  subjects  by  birth. 

The  special  connsel  on  the  part  of  the  claimant  sabmitted  three  propo- 
litions  in  support  of  the  memorial : 

1.  That  LeoD  R.  Delrien  w«s  tbe  original  owner  of  the  property  described, 
i!.  ThBt  he  was  »  French  citiien  at  tne  time  his  property  aud  person  were  «eized. 
3.  That  the  acta  were  committed  wiihin  tbe  jariBdiction  of  the  Unit«(1  State*  by 
Ibe  military  anthoritiei  of  the  UoiWd  States  aDd  daring  the  period  pieaorlbMl  in  tha 
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The  Gommiseiou  was  referred  to  tlie  flrat  rale  of  the  Gommiasion,  in 
which  it  ie  said : 


U  n  claimant  be  dead,  hia  executor  or  udmintatntoT  or  tbe  Itgai  rapreaeDtative  of 
the  Mrtat«  mnat  appear,  Dniev  It  ia  shown  that  tbem  »re  do  crediton,  and  tLat  tlw 

estate  ia  aettled. 

The  counsel  maintained  that  at  tbe  moment  tbe  claim  arose  it  par- 
took of  a  twofold  character ;  it  was  a  claim-dne  to  a  French  citizen,  wid 
also  a  wrong  done  which  the  French  Qoveniment  was  bound  to  see  cor- 
rected, and  in  that  light  it  became  national  in  ite  character ;  that  tiie 
death  of  the  claimant  had  but  one  effect,  to  change  tbepergonnel  of  the 
action  ^  but  it  neither  lesaeued  the  obligations  of  the  United  States  to 
remedy  the  wrong  inflicted  upon  a  French  citizen,  nor  did  it  change  tJw 
relations  and  duties  of  the  French  Oovernment.  The  point  waa  also 
made  by  the  counsel  for  the  claimant  that  the  Commission  bad  do  right 
to  eousidertlie  disposition  of  any  award  that  might  be  made;  that  the 
distribution  of  an  allowance  must  be  left  with  the  OovemmeDt  prosecn- 
ting  the  claim  and  the  courts  appointed  or  established  for  that  purpose. 
The  atteutioii  of  the  Commission  was  directed  to  the  case  of  James  B. 
Hallej  V.  Tlie  United  States,  So.  205,  before  the  Mixed  English  and 
American  Commission,  and  eleven  other  cases,  which  involred  the  ques- 
tions presented  in  the  deaiorrer  in  this  case.  The  counsel  cited  the  fol- 
lowing passage  from  tbe  opJoioD  of  the  commissiouers  in  the  oaeu  of 
Halley : 

Wben  the  alaim  ia  preaented  by  an  adDiiniatratnl  in  respect  of  injury  to  tbe  prop- 
erty <if  an  int«Btate,  who,  while  livxiif{,  wnti  a  British  subject,  aud  the  beneficikriea 
are  British  as  well  aa  American  )inbject»,  the  claim  may  be  presented  for  their  beneSt, 
and  the  nationality  uf  tbe  admin iHtrator  does  not  affect  the  qaestion. 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  tbe  claimant  that  "  tbe  name  of 
the  claimant,  or  of  the  administrator  or  representatiye,  is  used  to  define 
■  the  claim  and  adjust  the  amount  to  be  paid  for  the  wrongs  committed 
against  his  person  or  property,  but  for  all  other  purposes  the  claim  is 
national,  is  presented  by  the  Oovernment  on  behalf  of  the  claimant, 
and  the  snms  awarded,  if  any,  are  to  be  paid  to  it;  hence  it  can  make 
no  difference  who  prosecutes  tbe  claim  of  a  French  citizen — one  who 
was  French  at  the  time  tbe  wrong  was  done  within  the  terms  of  Cb« 
treaty. 

At  tbe  hearing,  the  counsel  for  the  French  Oovernment  contended 
that  the  day  the  damage  was  done  the  claim  arose ;  that  it  was  then  a 
chose  in  action,  although  it  could  not  be  enforced ;  that  the  right  ex- 
isted, that  it  was  absolnte  and  complete,  althongh  it  conld  not  be  car- 
ried into  effect.  Quoting  the  ilrst  article  of  the  treaty,  tbe  counsel 
maintained  tbiit  the  remedy  provided  for  was  in  its  nature  retroactive. 
Tbe  treaty  does  not  refer  to  "  claims  that  shall  arise,"  but  it  speaks  of 
"  claims  that  have  arisen  IVom  such  a  day  to  snch  a  day.  Therefore, 
by  action  of  the  treaty,  the  claims  today  are  presumed  to  have  be«n 
perfect  as  early  as  the  day  the  damage  was  suffered ;  the  chtme  in  action 
is  to-day  presumed  to  have  beeu  complete  and  perfect  the  day  the  injury 
was  suQered."  The  counsel  for  the  French  Govemmentmaintained  tbe 
following  positions : 
First,  the  injnriei  are  suffered  by  a  Frenchman ;  second,  they  are  soffuivd  at  a  oer- 

' "  '  -■-''-  - '  .  -    loiaimed  by  both  partie*. 

'feet,  and  the  T«tn>actia«> 
>DVeDtlon  of  JanDory  IS, 

The  coonsel  for  France  also  referred  to  the  case  of  Phelps  vt.  HoDon- 
ald.    McDonald,  a  British  subject,  had  been  engaged  in  bosiQeas  in  the 
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tJoited  States,  and  was  a  banUmpt  under  the  laws  of  tbe  United  States. 
He  was  the  owner  of  a  claim  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  which  he  hud  obtained  bj-  pnrchase  from  liia  assignee.  An 
ivard  was  made  to  McDonald,  and  the  Supreme  Court  held  that  the 
moneys  belonged  to  his  creditotB.  Several  other  cases  were  cited  by 
the  connsel  for  the  Bepublic  of  France,  and,  among  others,  Agnes  Crook 
McLeane,  administratrix  {Alabama  Claims  Court,  p.  112  and  follow) 
Charles  M.  Smith  and  Agnes  Pollock,  fBritish  and  American  Claims 
Commissiou,  Howard's  Report,  p.  15  ana  follow),  also  Klisabetli  Sher- 
msu's  case  (p.  CO  of  same  report),  and  in  conclusion  be  stated  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  awards  made  by  international  commissions  are  paid  by 
ooe  Government  to  another. 

The  majority  of  the  Commission,  Baron  de  Ariuos  and  Hon.  A.  O. 
Aldis,  made  a  decision  iu  the  case  as  follows: 

Wasuinqtok,  JanKari/  19, 184tt. 

Leon  B.  Delrien,  »  Preach  citixeo,  died  at  New  Orleaui  April  15,  1X79.  He  wu  the 
ohginBl  owner  of  tbis  claim.  He  was  a  French  citizen  both  at  the  time  be  enSered 
Um  Iom  and  >t  tbe  time  he  died. 

Pierre  S.WiltE,  of  NewOrleaDi,flleB  this  claim  u  the  duly  appointed  administrator 
of  DrlrJen.  He  itatea  ia  the  memorial  that  the  preaeot  beDeficialnwnere  of  the  claim 
we  the  crediton  and  heira  of  Mid  Ddrien,  "who  are  legally  rt-presentod  l>j  yoar 
menmrialirt." 

Hb  dors  out  staU)  that  tbe  creditors  and  heirs  of  Delrien,  or  aoy  of  them,  are  French 
citiiens. 

The  connsel  of  the  United  Statesdemnrsan  the  gronnd"  that  it  doea  not  appear  from 
the  niemorial  that  the  alleged  beneficial  owners  of  the  claim  are,  or  ever  were,  citl- 
KDB  of  France."  He  claims  tnat  this  Commission  haa  uo  jnrisdiction  of  a  claim 
DDlemat  least  some  one  of  the  beneficial  owners  is  a  French  citizen.  He  admits  that 
th«  nationality  of  the  administrator  is  of  no  account,  fur  he  has  no  beneficial  interest 
and  merely  represents  the  real  ulaimantn. 

The  connsel  of  France  claims  that  as  Delrien  was  a  French  cllizen  at  tbe  time  he 
■nffered  the  loss,  an<l  so  contiuimd  U|i  to  thi:  time  of  his  death,  tbe  administrator  of 
his  Mtate  has  the  ri]{ht  to  present  and  recover  for  the  claim,  althongh  none  of  his 
creditors  and  heirs  are  Fcennh  citizens. 

This  is  a  qnestion  of  Jarisdiction. 

In  deciding  it  we  must  be  giivemed  by  the  language  and  meaning  of  the  convention. 

We  think  it  was  not  enough  that  the  deceased  wa«  a  French  citizen  when  he  snf- 
leRd  tbe  loat  and  when  he  died,  and  that  his  administrator  preBente  the  claim.  It 
shoald  further  appear  that  Ihe  real  and  beneficial  claimantx,  wbo  will  Qltiinately 
RCeive  the  amount  that  may  be  allowed,  are  French  citizens,  and  they  must  appear 
and  prrsent  their  claims.  This  appears  to  us  to  be  (he  plaiu  meaning  of  the  flnt  and 
spcond  articleeof  the  oonTcntion.    They  do  not,  in  ourjudgmeut,  admit  of  any  other 


We  do  not  think  it  neeeeeary,  at  this  time,  to  make  any  further  stuti'.ment  of  tbe 
teasnns  for  this  decision. 
The  demnrrer  is  therefore  sostained,  and  the  claim  in  disallowed. 

ill:  de  Geo&oy,  tbe  commissioner  for  the  French  Republic,  filed  an 
opinion  dissenting  from  ttie  decision  of  the  Commission,  which  ia  printed 
in  the  appendix  and  marked  "Exhibit  E." 

The  opinion  of  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis  is  also  printed  in  the  appen- 
dix, and  marked  "  Exhibit  F." 

Subsequently  to  these  proceedings  the  oouusel  for  the  French  Bepub- 
lic entered  a  motion  to  suspend  so  much  of  the  decision  rendered  as 
disMlluwed  tbe  claim,  and  that  tbe  memoralist  have  twenty  days  to  sfaow 
tbe  interests  of  French  citizens.    That  motion  was  granted. 

The  said  Wiltz  submitted  what  was  called  a  "  reply  to  the  demurrer," 
in  which  he  set  forth  that  certain  persona,  who  were  citizens  of  France, 
were  the  heirs  and  beneficial  owners  of  the  claim  described  iu  his 
EoeiooriaL  The  counsel  for  tbe  Uniteil  States  objected  to  the  further 
consideration  of  the  case:  First,  upon  tbe  grunod  that  the  CommiasloQ 
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bftvjng  decided  that  said  Wiltz  bad  no  standing^  before  the  Gommisnoo 
apoD  hia  memorial,  inasmach  aa  the  facts  set  forth  therein  were  not 
snfQcient  to  give  the  Oommisaion  JariBdiction,  neither  he,  nor  the  ooqd- 
sel  for  the  French  Republic  in  hiti  behalf,  could  make  any  motion  which 
involved  the  validity  of  the  memorial ;  and,  secondly,  the  coonsel  for 
the  United  Statea  objected  to  the  paper  upon  the  ground  that  it  did  not 
authorize  the  said  Wiltz  to  act  for  the  persona  who  in  the  paper  were 
alleged  to  be  the  heirs  of  said  Delrien,  and  the  beneficiariea  of  the 
claim,  if  any  allownoce  should  be  made.  When  the  motion  t4)  soapend 
the  decision  was  made,  January  19, 18^2,  the  time  within  which,  nuder 
the  treaty,  memorials  conid  be  Sled  had  passed;  and  it  was  contended 
by  tbe  coanaet  for  the  United  States  that  it  was  not  competent  for  the 
Gommiaaion  to  ]>ermit  auy  amendment  of,  or  to  allow  any  motion  in 
reference  to,  the  memorial  died  originally  by  Wiltz,  as  any  motion  which 
operated  to  revive  that  memorial  and  to  give  Wiltz  a  standing  before 
the  Commission  would  be  equivalent  to  the  allowance  of  a  new  me- 
morial. 

The  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  claimed  that  the  paper  filed  the 
28th  of  Jannary,  1882,  was  a  compliance  with  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mission, and  that  it  was  not  an  amendment  to  the  memorial.  He  cod- 
teoded  that  the  two  conditions  reqaired  by  the  Convention  had  been 
complied  with,  namely,  that  the  claim  was  a  French  claim  in  its  incep- 
tion, and  that  it  was  then  a  French  claim,  as  it  was  owned  by  Freuch 
parties,  it  having  "descended  from  Delrieu,  whose  heirs  now  appear  be- 
fore the  CommisaioD."  The  coansel  for  the  French  Republic  also  re- 
lied upon  the  stipulation  between  the  counsel  for  the  two  Governments, 
in  which  it  was  agreed  that,  apon  the  reassembling  of  the  Gommiaaion 
in  the  autumn  of  1881,  the  counsel  for  the  two  Governments  wonld  be 
prepared  to  submit  briefs  npon  demnrrer  in  cases  that  represented 
classes  of  claims  and  in  cases  deemed  important  by  the  coonsel  for 
either  Government. 

Tbe  position  taken  by  tbe  counsel  for  the  Uuited  States  was  sustained 
by  a  majority  of  the  Commission  in  adeciaion  filed  Jannary  31,  1882,  in 
theae  words : 

Before  tbe  French  and  American  Clniina  Cotumiuiou,  iipaQ  tbe  motion  of  Um 
connBel  for  Fiance  to  snspend  tbe  oriler  disallowing  the  claim  tuiA  permit  the  "nplj 
to  the  demarrer"  nf  tbe  admiuiatrator,  Htating  that  there  are  two  heiraof  the  decBa<B<l 
Delrien  living  in  France  who  are  French  citizens,  anil  for  whom  he  wiahea  to  appear, 
to  be  filed,  and  for  llio  lulmiuiBtrator  to  appear  for  tliBrn — 

It  IB  ordered,  that  tbe  motion  be  denied,  anil  tbe  amen  dm  eat,  or  "  reply  to  the  demur- 
rer," b;  which  tbe  adniinintiBt'ir  appears  for  tbe  two  heirH,  Instead  of  tbeir  appearing 
for  theniselveB,  in  rejected,  and  tbe  declHion  of  the  Comniissiou  that  the  claim  of  the 
administrator  be  disallowed  is  confirmed. 

The  proceedings  in  the  case  of  Wiltz,  and  the  decision  of  the  majori^ 
of  the  Commission,  justify  the  following  conclnaion : 

1.  That  in  ca^e  of  the  death  of  a  claimant  it  was  comi>etent  for  his 
legal  representative  to  appear  and  prosecute  the  claim,  and  that  with- 
out reference  to  the  nationality  of  the  representative. 

2.  In  order  that  jurisdiction  should  be  taken  by  the  CummisaioD,  it 
was  necessary  that  the  memorial  should  aet  forth  as  facts,  (1)  that  the 
decedent  wa»,  at  the  time  tbe  loss  occurred  or  the  injury  was  sustained, 
a  citizen  of  the  country  prosecuting  the  cltiim  j  (2)  that  the  heirs  or 
legatees  who  wonld  ret^ive  the  benefits  of  any  award  that  might  be 
made  were  also  citizens  of  the  same  country  at  the  time  the  treaty  waa 
ratified,  and  (3)  that  the  memorialist  was  duly  authorized  to  appear  in 
behalf  of  the  beneficiaries. 
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Hknkiettb  Lett  0.  The  United  States,  So.  253. 

The  memorial  of  Henrietta  Levy  against  the  United  States,  No.  263, 
seta  forth  that  she  wa»  the  widow  of  Jacob  Levy,  late  of  Strasbnrg, 
Oennany,  who  died  at  that  city  the  1st  day  of  March,  1871 ;  that  the 
said  Jacob  Levy  was,  daring  his  life,  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Isaac 
Levy  &  Co.,  doiug  business  at  Alexander,  Rapides  Pariah,  Louisiana, 
&om  1861  to  1865;  that  the  said  firm  wascomposedof  said  Jacob  Levy, 
deceased,  Isaac  Levy,  deceased,  Benjnihin  Weil,  deceased,  and  Marx 
I«vy,  tUen  a  resident  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans ;  that  each  of  saijl 
copartners  was  interested  in  the  affairs  and  assets  of  said  firm  in  the 
proportion  of  one  andividetl  fourth  part;  that  in  the  month  of  April, 
IS63,  the  said  firm  of  Isaac  Levy  &  Go.  were  the  lawful  owners  of  253 
bales  of  cotton ;  that  said  cotton  was  taken  possession  of  by  the  mili- 
tary authorities  of  the  United  Stat«8  by  one  F.  U.  Pope,  captain  of 
Company  D,  Forty-first  Begtment  MassHctmsettsYojunteers;  that  the 
raid  Jacob  Levy,  deceased,  ow^uired  by  purchase,  the  16th  day  of  March, 
1S66,  from  two  of  his  said  copai-tuers— Isaac  Levy,  deceased,  and  Ben- 
jamin Weil — an  additional  fourth  part  iutereAt  in  the  property  and  as- 
sets of  the  said  firm  of  Isaac  Levy  &  Co.;  that  Jacob  Levy  and  Isaaio 
Levy,  deceased,  were  native-born  citizens  of  France,  and  not  natural- 
ized in  the  United  States,  and  that  the  said  Benjamin  Weil  and  Marx 
Levy  were  citizens  of  the  United  States.  Mrs.  Levy  made  claim,  as 
widow  of  said  Jacob  Levy,  in  her  own  right,  and  also  as  tutrix  of  her 
six  minor  children. 

Upon  this  statement  of  facts  tlieconnselfor  the  United  States  filed  a 
deranrrer  to  the  memorial  on  the  following  grounds: 

1.  Aa  to  tbe  whole  cue :  Tbat  it  ftppears  that  the  clBiinant  and  her  cblldien.  aboat 
th»<fFaT  1871,  becwne  citiieus  onmbjectoof  Qermany.  and  have  eTeFamoe  renmiDed 
■Dil  are  dow  BDob  citiK«ne  or  subjecta,  and  have  not  siuce  that  joar  beoo  citin-ns  of 
the  Bepublic  of  France,  and  that  this  claim  i«  therefore  not  prcaenl«d  by  or  on  behalf 
of  ths  citizeDs  of  that  Rapulilio. 

3.  As  to  tbe  intereit  allrged  to  have  beeu  aligned  hj  Benjamin  Well :  That  u  it 
appeara  that  said  Weil  naa  at  the  time  of  the  acta  oomplsined  of  a  citizen  of  the 
United  6tate«,  the  claim  is  not  oue  arising  ont  of  acta  committed  aKaiust  the  persoiu 
or  property  of  cItiisPB  of  France. 

Id  BcppCH't  of  SO  much  of  the  demurrer  as  related  to  tbe  claim  derived 
from  Benjamin  Weil  by  assignment,  the  counsel  for  the  United  States 
contended  tbst  inasmucll  as  the  said  Weil  could  not  have  maintained  a 
claim  before  the  Cotomission,  so  neither  could  Jacob  Levy,  his  assignee, 
if  living,  have  maintained  a  claim,  and,  consequently,  that  the  memo- 
rialist, Heoriette  Levy,  was  under  a  like  disability.  (See  case  of 
Perch^.) 

As  to  the  claim  of  Jacob  Levy,  as  represented  by  Heuriette  Levy, 
the  counsel  for  the  United  Statesmaintained  that  by  the  treaty  of  peace 
of  tbe  10th  of  May,  1871,  between  the  Bepublic  of  France  and  tbe  Em- 
pire of  Germany,  the  province  of  Alsace,  in  which  the  town  of  Stras- 
borg  isdituated,  was  ceded  to  Qermany,  with  all  the  inhabitants  resident 
therein,  except  such  as  might  avail  themselves  of  tbe  privilege  guar- 
aot^ed  by  Article  II  of  tbe  treaty,  in  which  it  was  provided  that  all 
French  subjects  born  upon  the  ceded  territory  and  actually  domiciled 
Ibereiu,  who  desired  to  preserve  their  French  nationality,  should  have 
tbe  opportunity  until  the  Ist  day  of  October,  1872,  to  make  a  declara- 
tion before  competent  authority  of  their  purpose  to  cijauge  their  domi- 
cile to  the  territory  of  France  and  become  citizens  of  that  coantry.  It 
appearing  from  the  memorial  that  the  claimant  was  bora  in  Alsace,  and 
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that  her  hasband,  in  whose  right  she  claimed  to  appear,  died  at  8tra«- 
bnrg  the  let  day  of  March,  1871,  and  before  the  ratification  of  the 
treaty,  it  followed  that  the  said  Henriette  Levy  was  still  a  resident  of 
8tra»burg,  witbiu  the  territory  ceded  by  the  treaty  of  May  10,  1871. 
IhaBiunclia:^  there  was  no  allegation  that  she  ever  availed  herself  of 
the  privilege  conferred  by  the  second  article  of  the  treaty,  it  waa  a 
reasonable  preHomption  that  she  was  then  a  citizen  or  nabject  of  the 
German  Empire,  and,  being  snch.  it  followed  that  she  had  no  Btanding 
before  the  Oomniission.  The  decision  of  tbe  UoramiijRtou  in  the  case  of 
Archbishop  Pereh^  was  referred  to  in  support  of  the  position,  and  the  , 
coQDsel  for  the  United  States  thereupon  moved  that  tbe  memoriaJist 
should  be  required  to  amend  her  memorial,  and  state  whether  she  had 
availed  herself  of  tbe  pro\-ii)ion  of  the  treaty  uf  May  10, 1871,  and  that, 
in  default  thereof,  the  case  should  be  dismissed. 

The  special  counsel  for  the  memorialist  maintained  that  the  case  was 
not  analogous  to  that  of  Archbishop  Perch^,  inasmnch  as  in  that  case 
the  claimant  had  voluntarily  renounced  bis  allegiance  to  France  and 
become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  while  Jacob  Levy,  the  husband 
of  Henriette  I^evy,  was  born  in  France,  lived  in  France,  and  died  a  cit- 
izen of  France.  It  was  further  contended  that,  inasmuch  as  Jacob  Levy 
was  a  citizen  of  France  when  the  loss  was  sustained,  and  continaed  to 
be  a  citizen  of  France  during  his  life,  the  claim  was  by  a  citizen  of 
France,  and  that  the  Commission  should  take  and  maintain  jurisdiction. 
In  support  of  this  position  the  tirst,  second,  and  fourth  articles  of  the 
treaty  were  quoted.  Tbe  attention  of  tbe  Commission  was  also  called 
to  tbe  seventh  article  of  the  treaty  of  February  23, 1853,  between  France 
and  the  United  States,  in  which  it  is  provided  that — 

FreDchm«D  Bball  enjoy  tbe  ligbt  of  poBBeHaing  personal  and  real  property  bf  tbs 
ume  titin  and  In  Ibe  iwme  manner  M  tlie  citixeiiB  nf  the  United  States.  Tbey  abkll 
be  free  to  diKpose  of  it  as  tliey  may  plftaae,  either  grat  niton  sly  or  for  value  recefTrd, 
by  donation,  teBlampnt,  iir  otberwiw,  Just  an  those  citizens  tbemselvee;  and  In  no 
CBoe  sball  they  be  subjected  to  taxes  on  transfer,  inheritance,  or  any  uthere  different 
from  those  paid  by  the  latter." 

It  was  claimed  that  any  change  in  the  nationality  of  the  coantjry  of 
their  nativity  could  not  affect  the  rights  acquired  by  the  heirs  of  Jacob 
Levy,  while  tbe  country  was  an  integral  part  of  France,  and  they  were 
citizens  thereof;  that  the  repeal  of  a  law,  or  change  of  a  treaty,  or  a 
cession  of  territorial  domain  subseqnent  to  tbq  date  when  the  right  of 
inheritance  attached,  could  not  affect  any  right  acquired  under  the 
treaty,  or  snch  law  or  cession  of  territory.  Several  authorities  were 
cited  iu  the  brief  in  support  of  these  positions,  and  Especially  the  decis- 
ion of  tbe  Supreme  Conit  of  tbe  United  States  in  the  case  of  Dawson's 
I^eesee  vs.  Godfrey  (4  Crauch,  331).  It  was  also  claimed  by  the  coansel 
for  the  memorialist  that  the  nationality  of  the  father  was  that  of  his 
minor  children ;  that  neither  the  mother  nor  guardian  could  change  it 
during  their  miuority;  that  when  the  minors  arrived  »t  the  age  of  dis- 
cretion or  minority  they  had  the  right  to  elect  whether  tbey  would  joio 
tbecountry  to  which  their  father  owed  allegiance  at  the  date  of  his  deatb, 
and  that  until  that  period  arrived  they  continued  citizens  of  France. 
The  cession  of  Alsace,  it  was  alleged,  did  not  affect  iu  any  particalar  tbe 
private  rights  of  the  citizens  to  property  or  claims  foriiyuries  committed 
prior  to  the  cession. 

The  coausel  for  the  United  States,  iu  reply  to  tbe  position  taken  by 
the  counsel  for  Levy,  that  there  was  no  analogy  between  tbe  case  of 
Percb4  and  the  case  at  bar,  maintained  that  the  question  for  tbe  Com- 
mission to  consider  was  oue  solely  of  the  fact  of  citizenship,  and  that 
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tfae  motire,  or  reasoo,  or  the  attending  circDmstances  in  the  case  of  a 
change  of  nationality  oaght  not  to  be  considered,  and  could  Iiave  no 
weight. properly ;  that,  aasnming  the  poRition  of  the  coansel  for  Levy  to 
be  a  tenable  one,  it  was  tnie  that  she  had  the  option  tendered  to  her 
by  treaty  of  1871,  and  she  was  then  called  apon  to  make  her  choice, 
either  to  remain  iit  Germany  and  become  a  suljject  of  the  Germnn  Em- 
pire, or  to  accept  the  privileges  or  the  treaty  and  retain  her  citizenship 
in  Prance.  She  chose  to  remain  in  the  German  Empire,  and  thus  toI- 
nntarily  she  fixed  permanently  her  character  as  a  subject  of  the  Ger- 
man Qoremment. 
The  Commission  sQStained  the  demurrer  in  these  words : 

TbeCommiuton,  in  this  ca«e,  Judges  well  founded  And  admita  the  demnmr  Intor- 
powd  bf  tbe  Bgent  of  the  United  States  to  the  claim  or  memorlul.  Id  its  opioion,  it 
ubejond  donbt  that  the  claimant  and  ber  cliilrtren,  lieiOK  nntivr*  of  AlHact,  and 
Hloine  alwaji  resided  there,  and  not  having  made  choice  of  the  French  nationnlitj 
daring  tbe  ioterim  granted  b;  tJie  treaty  of  Ma;  tbe  10th,  ltf71  (wbich  applied  to 
peraoiiB  of  full  age  oa  well  an  to  aiiDorti),  arc  included  in  the  collective  naturaliiation, 
i«al  is  nell  at  pcnoual,  which  resulted  to  that  conutry  Id  conseqnecce  of  its  annex- 
•tioD  to  the  GermaD  Empire,  sanctioDed  b;  that  treaty.  Aad  as  Oerman  subjects, 
which  thej  have  become,  tliej  cannot  in  an;  manner  havp  recoane  to  a  Cnninnssion 
eraated  solely  for  the  settlement  of  certain  claims  of  French  or  Amerioan  citifiens. 

Tbe  French  nationalilv  of  Jacob  Levy,  whose  rights  the  claimant  and  her  children 
have  inberitd  ,  cannot  be  included  in  this  inheritance.  Fossi'ssed  by  him  alone,  U 
does  nut  satisfy  the  requirement  of  the  convention,  which  demands  French  nation- 
tlitj  in  those  who  actually  present  themselves  before  the  Commission. 

Benjamin  Weil  and  Marx  Levy  never  having  been  French,  the  rigbta  which  tbey 
transferred  to  Jacob  Levy  cannot,  a  /ortiori,  be  takeu  into  conside ration,  nor  omi 
UltT  Tender  any  better  the  legal  condition  of  the  claimant  and  her  children. 

For  Hie«e  reasons  the  Commission  snstains  the  demurrer  of  the  United  Stateaconn' 
•el  and  declares  the  claim  ontside  its'  jurisdiction. 

The  judgment  of  tbe  Commission  sustaining  the  demurrer  was  dated 
the  25th  of  June,  1881.  The  20th  of  September,  1881,  the  claimant,  by 
her  attorney,  filed  an  amendment  to  the  memorial,  in  which  she  de- 
clared tbat  she  and  her  minor  children  were  residents  of  and  citizens  of 
France,  and  tbat  her  poet-office  address  at  that  time  was* in  Paris, 
France.  Documentary  evidence  was  also  filed  showing  that  the  said 
Heoriette  Levy  had  made  application  to  the  authorities  of  France,  and 
that  lihe  wasreinstated  as  a  French  subject  the  3d  of  Juue,  1832. 

The  counsel  for  tbe  United  States  claimed  that  the  amendment  was 
in  eflfeet  an  admission  that  Heuriette  I^evy  and  ber  minor  children  were 
citizens  of  Germany  at  the  time  the  treaty  was  ratified,  and  that  citi- 
unship  in  France  acquired  after  the  date  of  the  treaty  could  not  give 
jurisdiction  to  the  Commission  over  parties  so  acquiring  citizenship. 

The  case  was  dismissed  finally  for  want  of  jurisdiction. 

Arthur  Lett  v.  The  United  States,  ^o.  359. 

In  the  case  of  Arthur  Levy  against  the  United  States,  So.  359,  the 
memorialiBt  represented  that  Marguerite  Oleoptine  Decuir  was  tfae  owner 
of  certain  personal  propertyspecifled,  of  the  valueof  tl3,34S;  that  said 
properly  was  taken  by  Captain  Hopkins,  of  the  Kansas  Cavalry,  at  Mor- 
ganza,  Pointe  Coop^  Parish,  State  of  Louisiana,  and  that  the  receipts 
given  for  the  same  were  lost  during  the  war.  It  was  also  stated  further 
that  said  Marguerite  Gleoptine  Decuir  was  the  wife  of  said  Arthur  Levy ; 
tbat  she  died  the  11th  day  of  August,  1870;  that  her  heirs  were  her 
husband,  the  said  Arthur  Levy,  and  three  children,  two  of  whom  were 
miDora  at  tfae  date  of  the  memorial.  It  appeared  from  the  memorial 
tbat  tbe  said  Arthur  Levy  was  admitted  to  citizenship  in  tbe  United 
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States  in  the  year  1874,  fonr  years  after  the  death  of  big  wife.  It  ap- 
peared also  that  at  the  date  of  his  oataralizatioD  all  his  children  were 
minors,  and  thereupon  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  filed  a  demurrer 
asking  that  the  claim  be  dismissed,  on  the  ground  that  the  nataraliza- 
tiou  of  the  said  Arthur  Levy,  in  1871,  had  transferred  thecitizentibipof 
his  minor  children  fVom  France  to  the  United  States.  In  support  of 
the  demurrer  the  counsel  referred  to  section  2172  of  the  Bevised  Stat- 
utes and  to  the  opinion  of  the'  Supreme  Court  of  the  Uoited  States  in 
the  case  of  Campbell  v.  Gordon  (6  Oranch,  176],  in  which  the  doctrine 
was  maiatained  that  minor  children  of  naturalized  persons,  by  the  nat- 
nralization  of  the  parents,  became  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

Upon  a  motion  of  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  the  argument 
upon  the  demurrer  was  postponed  until  the  testimony  in  behalf  of  the 
claimant  bad  been  taken.  The  testimony  failed  to  show  that  the  chil- 
dren who  were'minors  when  the  father  became  a  citizen  of  the  UuiteA 
States  had  made  a  declaration  within  a  yeivr  after  arriving  at  uajori^ 
of  their  inteutioo  to  become  citizens  of  France.  The  counsel  for  the 
United  States  claimed  that  they  bad  accepted  citizenship  in  the  United 
States,  and  that,  as  to  the  child  who  was  yet  a  ntinor,  he  followed  the 
condition  of  his  father. 

The  special  counsel  for  the  claimant  contended  in  reply  that  the  law 
of  the  United  States  in  these  words,  "  that  the  children  of  persons  duly 
naturalized  under  any  laws  of  the  United  States,  being  under  the  age  of 
twenty-one  years  at  the  lime  of  their  parents'  naturalization,  shall,  if 
dwelling  therein,  be  considered  as  citizens  of  the  United  States,"  was 
directory  and  not  maadatory,  and  that  if  it  had  been  the  purpose  to  con- 
fer citizenship  npon  minor  children,  born  before  tbe  naturalization  of  their 
parents,  the  act  would  hare  declared  positively  that  such  children  were 
citizens  of  the  United  States.  Inssmuch,  therefore,  as  the  act  stated 
that  such  children  would  be  considered  citizens  of  tlie  United  Stares,  it 
was  discretionary  with  their  parents  or  legal  representatives,  during 
their  minority,  to  esercise  such  privilege  if  the  interest  of  the  minors 
required  it,  but,  if  this  privilege  were  not  taken  advantage  of  during 
their  minority,  the  children  would  retain  their  status  as  foreign  sub- 
jects and  as  such  would  tie  entitled  to  all  the  rights  and  privileges  of  suck 
subjects  when  they  reached  their  majority.  It  was  averred  by  the  cona- 
sel  for  the  claimant  that  the  father  did  not  consider  them  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  they  had  never  taken  advantage  of  the  provis- 
ions of  the  Hcb  of  Congress,  nor  in  any  matter  enjoyed  the  privilege  of 
that  act  to  be  considered  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

The  claim  was  disallowed,  but  the  qnestion  of  jurisdiction  was  not 
disposed  of  by  the  Commission. 

David  Kuhnaqel  r.  Thb  United  States,  Np.  438. 

The  memorialist  in  tbis  case  represented  that  in  the  month  of  M47, 
1864,  the  Army  of  the  United  States  under  Major-General  Banks  seized 
and  appropriated  to  the  use  of  the  Government  a  cottage-house,  bak- 
ery, and  movable  property  of  various  kinds,  all  of  the  value  of  $4,538. 
He  also  set  forth  in  his  memorial  *'  that  on  the  16th  day  of  October,  A. 
D.  1872,  he  went  before  the  parish  Judge  of  the  parish  of  Rapides, 
State  of  Louisiana,  and  took  an  oath  to  support  the  ConstitntioD  of  the 
United  States,  renounced  his  allegiance  to  the  Republic  of  France,  and 
that  a  decree  was  pronounced  by  said  court  fully  natuializiog  bim  as  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States  of  America."  He  averred,  however,  that 
he  had  since  learned  that  the  petitiou  on  which  said  proceedings  were 
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had  contained  matters  ftiid  things  wbicb  vere  not  true,  and  which  were 
not  known  to  the  petitioner  at  the  time,  and  were  not  authorized  by 
bim;  that  said  petition  was  not  read  over  to  him,  aa  he  well  remem- 
bere,  and  that  said  matters  aud  things  set  forth  in  said  petition  were 
anknowa  to  the  petitioner  until  the  7th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  188L,  He 
added  that  be  distinctly  remembers  taking  the  oath  aforesaid  in  opeo 
uoart.    He  then  proceeded  to  nay  in  his  memorial: 

The  mstton  and  thiDKB  stated  in  aafd  petltioti  nliicb  are  not  tnie  and  wbicb  were  not 
iDthorized  by  tout  petitioner  areas  ToIIowh,  viz:  "  Tbe  diiteof  bis  birth,  as  stftted  Id 
«ud  patition,  October  IS,  IH34 ;  that  yonr  petitioner  came  to  tbe  Uuited  States  of 
Anenca  with  tbe  botaJUU  iatention  of  becuminx  a  oitizHu  of  the  Uuited  States ;  that 
he  h«d  resided  in  the  United  States  since  I'ih'i ;  tbitt  be  was  »  minor  irben  be  oame  to 
tbe  United  States."  And  yonr  petitioner  avera  tbat  be  never  mode  any  declaration 
of  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  at  any  time  or  in  any  man- 
wr,  uve  and  except  as  hereiubefore  atalKil,  anil  that  no  proceeding  was  ever  ioetl- 
tited  by  himbefbre  the  I6tb  duy  ofOctober,  l'n'2,  m  hereinbHroro  stated;  that  he  had 
never  voted  before  that  time  or  aongbt  to  exercixe  the  rights  of  an  American  citizen 
in  any  way,  bnt  had  always  claimed  to  be  a  vicizen  of  France. 

The  record  in  the  case  showed  that  by  a  decree  of  tbe  court  in  and 
for  the  parish  of  Bapides,  Louisiana,  dated  October  16,  1872,  the  said 
Eahnagel  was  naturalized  and  authorized  to  exercise  all  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  an  American  citizen.  Upon  that  fact,  as  disclosed  by  the 
record,  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  filed  a  demurrer,  alleging  that 
said  Kuhnagel  was  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  at  the  time  the  treaty 
of  the  15th  of  January,  1380,  was  ratified. 

In  reply  the  counsel  for  tha  memorialist  introduced  a  decree,  dated 
April  12,  A.  D.  18S2,  made  by  one  Aristides  Barbin,  judge  of  the  twelfth 
district  court,  Bapides  Parish,  Stete  of  Louisiana,  iu  a  case  entitled  "In 
re  David  Kuhnagel,  'So.  2701."    In  this  decree  it  was  stated  that— 

The  decree  made  and  passed  in  the  late  parish  court  on  the  16th  day  of  October, 
1972,  in  oanse  Ho.  Vta,  was  mode  and  passed  by  tbe  court  in  mistalie  of  the  real  facia, 
■nd  that  the  conrt  was  misled  by  material  mistakes  iuodvertently  made  in  the  peti- 
tion, and  that  the  said  David  Knbnagel  was  and  is  not  in  any  way  responsible  for 
inch  mistake* ;  and  being  also  further  of  opinion  that  the  said  David  KubnaKel  ia  not 
•  citizen  of  the  Uaited  States,  and  has  not  hitherto,  and  never  was  admitted  to  be- 
come a  citizen  of  the  United  States  aocording  to  law:  It  ia  therefore,  this  13tb  day  of 
April,  A.  D.  1S82,  by  the  eonrt  adjndged,  ordered,  »nd  decreed  tbat  the  said  decree  of 
the  bite  parish  coort  of  the  16tb  day  of  October,  187i{,  In  cansa  No.  825,  be,  and  the 
■une  is  hereby,  wholly  annnlled,  vacated,  and  sot  aside. 

On  the  issne  thus  framed  the  counsel  for  tbe  United  States  maintained 
that  it  was  not  competent  for  the  judge  of  the  district  court  of  Rapides 
Parish  to  annal  or  vacate  or  set  aside  a  decree  of  tbat  couit,  by  which 
David  Kuhuagel  had  been  admitte<l  to  citizenship  in  the  United  States. 
Tbe  counsel  claimed  that  an  examiuatirn  of  the  Kevised  Statutes  (sec- 
tions 2165  to  2174,  inclusive)  showed  that  the  power  conferred  upon 
certain  specified  courts  to  admit  aliens  to  citieenship  was  a  limited  au- 
thority, defined  by  statute,  and  could  bo  exercised  only  in  conformity 
to  the  statutes;  that  authority  was  not  anywhere  given  to  any  court 
to  annul  a  certificate  of  naturalization  theretofore  granted,  and  that 
nich  certificates  could  only  be  attacked  collaterally  iu  cases  involving 
the  rights  of  claimants  to  citizenship  whenever  a  contest  should  arise. 
It  was  maintained  further  by  him  that  the  Supreme  Court,  in  thecaaes 
of  Campbell  v.  (lordon  (6  Cranch,  176)  and  Starke  n.  Ches.  Ins.  Co. 
(7  Grauch,  420),  had  held  that  tbe  Supreme  Court  could  not  go  be- 
hind the  certificate  and  inquire  whether  tbe  court  which  eranted  it 
observed  the  requirements  of  the  statute  as  to  the  antec'dent  proceed- 
ings. He  also  invoked,  as  a  well-settled  rule  of  practice,  recognized  by 
tlie  common  law  of  Great  Britaiu,  tbat  a  court  has  jurisdiction  over  a 
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Jadgmeot,  order,  or  decree  which  affects  the  rightfi  of  parties  only  dor- 
iDfT  the  term  at  which  the  jndgment,  or  order,  or  decree  may  have  been 
made,  aod  that  when  the  loU  is  made  ap  and  signed,  or  the  term  of  the 
court  is  concluded,  there  is  no  power  remaining  in  that  coart  or  ia  its 
snccessor  to  amend,  alter,  or  annnl  any  each  order,  decree,  or  jadgment, 
bat  that  errors  could  be  corrected  onlyhy  appeal  or  by  a  review  ander 
statute  authority. 

In  reply  it  waa  contended  that  the  right  of  the  claimant  to  file  bis 
petition  was  sustained  by  Adams'  Equity,  419 ;  Daniel's  Ch.,  IdBl,  and 
the  cases  there  cited,  liiose  cases  supported  the  doctrine  that  where  a 
decree  has  been  obtained  by  fraud  the  court  will  restore  the  parties  to 
their  former  situation,  whatever  their  rights  may  be.  Referenoe  was 
made  also  to  tbe  case  of  Evaus  r.  Bacon  (99  Masn.,  213]  and  Flymoath 
r.  Knssell  (7  Allen,  438.)  The  authority  of  Mr.  Justice  Field  was  also 
quoted,  who  said  in  the  case  of  The  United  Stat«stf.  Castero  (5  Sawyer, 
C.  C,  628) : 

The  doctrioe  that  the  jiiriadlctiou  of  the  cuart  over  >  canae  after  fin^  decree 
ceaaed  with  the  t«nn  in  which  the  decree  U  remlered,  is  intended  to  pruteot  parties 
from  diaturbauce  a>id  litigation  after  the  merita  of  their  casea  have  been  fally  heard 
and  determined.  It  waa  not  intended  to  protect  them  in  decrees  entered  by  mistake 
any  more  than  in  decrees  entered  by  imposition  or  franit  apon  the  court. 

The  case  of  Campbell  v,  Cannou,  decided  by  Judge  Hunter,  third 
judicial  difttrict  conrtof  Utah,  was  cited;  also  the  authority  of  Mr.  Sec- 
retary Fish,  who  said  in  the  Kaatellan  cases,  reported  in  '*  Foreign 
Belations,  1876,  No.  252,  Parti,"  as  follows: 

I  have  the  hoDor  to  inforu  yoa  that  under  the  circnnutaacea,  and  in  the  case  yon 
state,  certiHcAtea  of  iiatnralizBtioii,  vHlid  on  their  face  and  foanded  on  a  decree  of  a 
competent  court,  cannot  be  qaeatioued  except  thro  ugh  Judicial  proceed  ioKsinalitated 
for  tbe  purpose,  iu  whioh  the  oorreotuesi  of  the  facta  formerly  passed  apon  bwj 
properly  be  adjudicated,  and  that  it  is  not  within  the  province  of  the  political  de- 
parttueut  of  the  Government  to  anticipate  what  would  be  the  result  of  a  Judicial  io- 
qniry  into  the  queation. 

The  conusel  for  the  Uuited  States,  in  answer  and  in  further  support 
of  the  points  made  by  him,  said : 

The  rule  in  conrta  of  law  ia  that  a  decree  or  a  JadEment  or  ao  order  made  at  a 
given  term  ia  not  subject  to  alteration  or  revision  at  any  aabiteqneDt  t«rm  of  the 
same  court,  except  iu  cases  where  special  antbority  by  statute  has  been  given.  On 
thia  principle  ana  rale  of  practice  rest  all  the  statutes  of  the  varioun  States,  by  which 
a  party  may  have  a  review  of  a  case  even  after  execution  has  been  issued  for  the 
enforcement  of  a  Jndgmenc.  In  tho«e  cai>e«,  however,  the  proceodiuK  ■*  uot  by  motion, 
Lnt  by  a  writ  of  review,  supported  by  affidavits  osually,  and  by  a  declaration.  It  ia, 
in  fiH:t,a  new  suit  relating  to  the  same  sabject^matter,  nod  the  authority  to  institata 
it  depends  entirely  upon  the  provisions  of  the  statute  under  which  the  soit  ia  oom- 
mem-ed  ;  aud  common  law  courts  have  no  other  autlmrtty  in  regard  to  their  own  de- 
crees.ordrra.orjudgirents  after  the  close  of  the  term  at  wbich  the  decree,  order,  or 
Judgment  may  have  t>eea  announced.  Conrts  of  chaacer;  are  also  alike  powerless  to 
annul  a  Hnal  decree  made  when  tbe  term  of  the  court  has  expired,  it  U  tme,  bow- 
ever,  that  by  the  rules  of  equity  and  tbe  practice  of  equity  courts,  wheuever  a  suffer- 
ing party  wishes  to  annul  or  avoid  a  final  decree  that  has  been  made  at  a  term  of  a 
court  alreadv  ended  he  can  obtain  what  is  equivaleut  to  a  review  by  tbe  preparation 
of  a  new  bill,  in  which  the  gronnds  for  the  rehearing  must  be  fully  set  forth  and  snp- 
ported  by  the  oath  of  the  oomplaiuaot.  The  coart  may  then  proceed  to  a  rsoonsider- 
atioii  of  tbe  subject  matter.  The  proceeding,  however,  is  a  new  snit,  and  every  atep 
tak'n  must  be  in  conformity  to  the  rules  of  the  court.  A  motion  made  at  a  term  of 
an  equity  court  to  set  aside  a  final  decree  made  at  »  former  term  of  tbe  oourt 
cannot  be  entertained.  Iu  the  opinion  of  tbe  counsel  for  the  United  Statea  no  aaoh 
motion  has  ever  been  mode  and  entertained  in  any  equity  court  of  the  United  State*. 
The  court  in  which  Kuhnagel  waa  naturaliced  was  a  court  of  law,  and  the  (aria- 
diction  which  it  was  then  exercising  was  conferred  upon  itb;  a  statute  of  tbe  United 
States.  As  tbe  a|[eut  of  the  United  Statee  Qovemment,  it  had  no  equity  power  what- 
•oever.  Wheu  it  had  passed  upon  the  application  of  Kaknagel  tu  lie  admitted  to 
ottizenship,  and  had  made  the  deoree,  it  had  oo  other  power  remaining  exeept  tb« 
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power  to  iioae  a  certificate  of  natural ii»tioD ;  and  it  U  qaite  innnateriAl  whether  tbo 
certificate  of  natnralizatlan  was  or  waa  not  issued.  Inasmach  as  the  power  to  niako 
a  decree  admitting  Kohnagel  to  citizenship  was  a  power  derived  from  the  statute, 
and  loaBmnch  as  the  statute  did  not  confer  upon  the  pariah  Judge  o(  the  twelfth 
Jodjeial  district  court  for  the  pariafa  of  Bapidea,  Louisiana,  any  anthoritj  whalereT 
ta  annul  the  decree  of  the  16th  of  October,  1972,  with  stronger  reason  is  it  (rue  that 
nOBOeh  power  existed  in  Aiistide«  Itarbin  in  1B89;  as  Judge  of  the  twelfth  Jadicial 
district  court  of  the  State  of  Lonlsians,  to  annul  a  decree  made  bj  H.  L.  Daigre,  who 
waa  Judce  of  the  twelfth  district  court  in  ItfTS. 

The  majority  of  the  Oommiasjon,  Baron  de  ArinoB  and  Mr.  de  tieo&oyf 
gave  an  opinion,  in  which  the;  said : 

We  accept  the  Frenofa  citixenabip  of  Knbnagel,  as  we  believe  the  oertificaCe  of  his 
nataralizatinn  obtained  b;  mlBrapreaentatiou  of  material  ftcts. 

In  the  cose  of  Joseph  Boaillotte,  No.  130,  the  Gommiaaion  ^ve  an 
opinion,  in  which  they  say: 

In  the  Kuhnscel  case  this  Commission  held  that  we  bad  the  right  to  examine  the 
oriipiial  proceediUBS  for  natuTaliiation,  and  finding  that  tbe  certificate  of  naturalia*- 
IMD  waa  obtained  by  misrcpraMutation  ol'  material  facte,  we  held  it  to  be  nnll  and 

The  reasons  od  which  the  majority  of  the  Oommissiou  aoted  are  not 
of  record,  but  it  is  nnderBtood  that  they  were  satisfied  that  Kahoagel 
was  not  a  minor  when  he  arrived  in  this  conntry,  and  that  inasmuch  as 
a  preliminary  declaration  had  not  been  made  by  him  previons  to  the 
16th  of  October,  1872,  ihe  proceedings  then  had  were  null  and  void. 
The  qnestion,  tberetbre,  of  tiie  right  of  Aristides  Barbin  to  make  a  decree 
annulling  the  decree  of  his  predecessor  of  the  16th  of  October,  IS73,  waa 
not  considered  by  the  Commission. 

Joseph  Bouillottb  v.  Thk  United  States,  No.  130. 

This  case  was  analogous  in  some  respects  to  that  of  Kuhnagel,  No. 
438.    The  issue  was  the  citizensliip  of  the  memorialist. 

In  the  month  of  October,  1868,  and  prior  to  the  Presidential  election 
of  that  year,  Ryan  &  White,  attorneys  at  law,  applied  to  the  pariah 
court  of  Bapidea  Parish,  on  a  petition  signed  by  themselves  and  not 
verified  by  oath,  to  reinstate  an  alleged  record  of  citizensbip,  and,  on 
said  applicatioif,  they  obtained  the  following  order : 

It  ia  ordered,  adjudged,  and  decrved  that  the  Judgment  of  cltiseiisbip  in  favor  of 
Joaeph  Boutllotte,  to  date  and  take  effect  from  the  1st  day  of  January,  1854,  to  bo 
revived,  restiired,  re- established,  with  tbe  same  force  aud  effect  aa  tbe  originals  had 
previous  to  their  destruction  by  Hre  in  May,  VHH. 

Byan  &  White  were  examiued,  and  testified  severally,  that,  while 
they  had  no  recollection  of  the  circumstaoces  under  which  the  i>etitioti 
was  prepared  and  presented,  they  could  state  without  qualification  that 
they  were  authorized  by  Bouillotte  to  prepare  and  present  the  petition. 

They  asserted  that  they  had  never  presented  a  petition  unless  they 
had  authority  from  the  person  named  as  the  petitioner.  They  adtnitted, 
however,  that  they  had  no  recollection  of  the  facts  in  this  case. 

White  said : 


Bouillotte  denied  that  he  had  any  knowledge  of  said  petition,  or  that 
be  gave  any  authority  to  Ryan  &  White. 

The  record  showed  that  the  papers  of  the  parish  conrt  were  destroyed 
by  fire  in  1864,  and  that  the  legislature  gave  authority  to  tbe  judge  to 
hear  testimony  and  make  decrees  for  tbe  purpose  of  re-establishing  the 
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rights  of  parties  as  land-owners  as  tbey  woold  have  existed  if  the  eiri- 
deooes  of  title  had  not  been  so  destroyed. 

Boaillotte  denied  having  been  admitted  to  citizenahip  in  1854,  as  was 
stated  to  the  decree  of  1SU8. 

The  decree  qaoted  was  dated  October  7, 1368,  and  the  next  day  Boail- 
lotte was  registered  as  a  voter,  and  as  a  prerequisite  he  made  oath  that 
he  was  a  citizen  of  the  tjuited  States.  Again,  Angnst  17,  1878,  he 
took  the  same  oath  (pp.  117-119). 

Bonillotte  admitted  that  he  had  vot4>d  at  local  elections  and  that  he 
had  voted  once  at  a  general  election,  bat  he  denied  that  he  had  takui 
the  oath  as  stated. 

One  Kelley,  who  was  sustained  by  two  witnesses  as  a  man  of  good 
reputation  as  to  tmth  and  veracity,  and  not  impeached  by  any  one, 
stated  that  he  was  present  in  court  in  1S53  or  195*  wheu  Boaillotte  took 
the  preliminary  oath  to  be  admitted  to  citizenship. 

This  statement  was  denied  by  Bonillotte. 

It  further  appears  from  the  records  in  this  case,  and  in  that  of  Eah- 
nagel'a  (reported  above),  that  many  electoral  frauds  were  committed  in 
that  pansh  from  1808  to  1880. 

Subsequently.  Boaillotte  petitioned  tbe  judge  of  the  twelfth  judicial 
circuit,  who  made  the  following  order  (7th  of  January,  1882): 

Thin  canse  came  on  to  be  henrd  at  the  preaent  BeMion  on  tlie  petition  of  Joseph 
Bouillotte  aud  the  exhibits  filed  herewith,  and  was  arffaed  by  connael  anil  conaidered 
by  tbe  court.  And  the  court  being  of  opinion  that  Joseph  Bouillott«  ia  not  a  citisea 
of  the  United  States,  and  has  not  hiLbrrlo  and  never  was  admitted  to  become  a  citiseik 
of  the  United  States  accoi'ding  to  law,  and  that  no  record  of  his  ever  having  been  ao 
kdtnitte<l  was  dpstrnyed  by  flre  in  Hay,  1864,  or  ever  had  any  existence.     ■     •     • 

It  is  therefore  •  >  •  decreed  that  the  said  decree  of  the  laie  parish  oonrt  of  tll« 
7th  of  October,  186H,     *     '     "    is  hereby  wholly  annnlted,  vacated,  And  set  aside. 

There  was  testimony  introduced  by  tbe  defiandant  Government  tend- 
ing to  prove  that  Bouillotte  was  not  born  in  France  at  the  time  and 
place  as  aveiTed  in  the  memorial. 

This  point,  however,  was  not  considered  by  the  Commission. 

The  counsel  for  the  French  Bepnblioargued  that  Bouillotte  had  never 
changed  his  nationality ;  that  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Louisiana 
he  had  the  right  to  vote  at  municipal  elections  and  tjo  hold  municipal 
otBces ;  that  if  he  voted  at  general  elections  he  did  it  under  duress,  and 
the  counsel  for  the  French  Itepublic  referred  to  the  Iristory  of  the  elec- 
toral frauds  committed  ia  the  Bapides  parish;  and,  further,  that  the 
decision  of  tlie  case  by  judicial  authority  was  fiusl  and  conclusive  apun 
the  Commission. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  maintained  the  following  proposi- 
tions, viz: 

1.  That  Bonillotte  is  not  the  ignorant  and  incompetent  man  that  he 
represents  himself  to  be  when  he  attempts  to  repudiate  the  oath  of 
allegiance  which  he  took  and  subscribed  the  Sth  diiy  of  October,  1SG3, 
as  the  sequel  to  the  re  establishment  of  his  claim  to  citizenship  iu  the 
United  States. 

2,  That  the  claimant  does  not  prove  his  birth  in  France. 

3,  It  is  proved  negatively  that  he  was  not  born  at  the  place  and  at 
tbe  time  alleged  in  bis  memorial,  and  testified  to  by  him  on  two  differ- 
ent occasions  daring  Lis  examination. 

4.  That  tbe  certillciite  of  the  birth  of  Antoine  Boaillotte  in  1816  has 
no  legal  relation  to  Joseph  Bouillotte,  inasmuch  as  the  identity  of  Jo9ei»h 
Bonillotte  with  Antoine  Bouillotte  is  not  proved,  and  inaamucb,  fur- 
ther, as  the  circnmstances  which  are  established  tend  to  show  that  they 
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ue  different  peraona,  bom  at  different  times,  and  bearing  different 
DBiueB. 

5.  If  it  were  otherwise  in  regard  to  tbe  proof  touching  nativity  and 

erimary  citizenship  in  France,  the  evidence  of  naturalization  in  the 
Dtted  States  is  so  far  conclusive  as  to  require  the  Commission  to  re- 
flise  to  take  jurisdiction  of  the  person  of  Boutllotte  and  of  the  case  as 
set  forth  iu  bis  memorial.  (See  the  case  of  Alexander,  Hale'd  Keport, 
p.  16.) 

6.  That  he  represented  himself  to  the  public  as  a  citizen  of  theTTnited 
States,  and  accepted  office  npou  the  basis  of  ench  citizenship,  and  it  is 
not,  therefore,  competent  for  him  to  repudiate  a  citizenship  which  he 
recognized  when  he  thought  it  to  bei  for  his  advantage. 

The  case  was  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction,  M.  Lefaivre  dlssent- 
hig. 

Subsequently,  a  motion,  supported  by  a  brief,  was  presented  by  the 
counsel  for  the  French  Kepnblic  for  a  rehearing,  which  vras  granted. 

The  case  was  reargued  at  length.  The  counsel  for  the  freuch  Be- 
pnlilic  contended  that  Bouillotte  bad  never  lost  the  animus  recertendi, 
as  defined  in  article  17  of  the  Civil  Code  of  France ;  that  the  burden  of 
proof  was  upon  the  defendant  Qovernment  and  not  upon  claimant. 

And,  lastly,  that  the  Commission  having  held  Kuhuaget  to  bea  French 
dtizeu.  that  decision  should  apply  to  Bouillotte. 

The  majority  of  the  Commimjion — Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr.  Commis- 
■ioaer  Aldis — sustained  the  position  taken  by  the  counsel  for  the  United 
States,  and  in  their  opinion  they  say : 

Tbe  <1e[en»e  U:  That  the  clnlmant  baa  establinbed  himself  in  tbe  United  8tftt«a 
withoat  any  intention  to  r«t(im  to  France,  aud  thereby  hu  lost  his  French  oltlEensliip 
atBoriiog  to  the  Civil  Code  of  France. 

We  bold  thai  tbe  deolaration  of  ou  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  tbe  Uoitnd  States 
and  to  ranoanceall  alle^ianoe  to  France  (tbe  Hret  step  in  natnralization)  ia pritna/acit 
proot  of  tbe  "  sans  eaptit  de  relour."  It  may  1m  rebutted  by  aatisfactory  prooi  to  the 
MDtnry. 

ia  Ibis  cose  tbe  following  fact«  are  proved  :  The  claimant  came  totbe  United  States 
in  May,  1650.  In  August,  1(150,  be  came  to  Alexandria,  in  Louisiana,  and  has  ever 
nnce  naided  there— a  period  of  nearly  34  years.  He  bos  never  returned  to  France. 
Be  haa  a  family  and  a  home.  He  has  been  established  in  business  hs  a  carpenter  and 
a  niBrobsnt,  and  haa  been  reasonably  saocessful.  He  has  owned  real  estate  and 
iHitldingi  fur  many  years.  He  has  voted  and  hel^  ofQce.  There  is  nothing  to  show 
tliat  he  baa  ever  exproaaed  the  intention  of  returning  to  France.  His  pai-ents  la 
Fruice  are  dead,  audithere  is  nothing  to  show  that  he  has  either  friends  or  property 

The  majority  of  the  Commission  then  review  the  testimony  with  care 
and  considerably  iu  detail,  and  they  say ; 

In  the  Knhnagel  coae  the  Coraniaaion  held  that  ire  hod  the  right  to  examine  the 
original  proceediu^a  for  naturalization  ;  and  finding  that  the  crrciHcate  of  natarali- 
ulion  was  obtaioad  by  misrepresentation  of  material  foots,  wo  held  it  to  be  null  and 

Id  this  case  we  examined  the  original  proceeding*,  and  finding  that  they  were  not 
(randolent,  but  that  Bouillotte  made  his  declaration  voluntarily  to  become  an  Auer- 
iun  citizen,  and  to  renounce  hia  allegiance  to  France,  we  bold  the  declaration  anlB- 
cient  oud  in  nowise  alfected  by  fraud. 

We  find,  therefore,  that  the  claimant  bad  established  himself  in  the  Unil4td  Statea 
vithout  any  intention  of  returuine  to  France,  and  thereby  has  lost  hia  French  no- 
tioaality.    The  claim  ia  therefore  dismissed  for  wantof  Juiiedlctiou. 

The  French  CommissioDer,  Mr.  Lefaivre,  said: 

Without : 
confasiou  ii  „  .  „ 

war,  I  persist  in  my  siiggestiou  that  the  Judgment  of  a  regular  United '^latea  court 
deniia  to  Bouillotte  the  American  citiieoabip,  and  oaaerts  oousequently  hia  Frunoli 
nationality.    Therefore  i  maintain  and  confirm  my  diasentiog  opinion  ia  thia  case. 
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Upon  the  reading  of  this  decision  the  coousel  for  the  Freacb  B^ablio 
entered  a  form^  protest,  on  the  gronnd  that  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mission was  contrary  to  the  laws  and  to  the  jarispradence  of  France. 

I  proteit  OQ  behalf  of  the  Fnncb  Oovemineiit  agalaiit.  the  deciaion  this  dmy  matt 
«ad  anbscribed  by  two  memben  of  this  CommiBsiun  Id  the  caoe  of  Joseph  Boiiillotta 
v.TheUuited  States.  Accordlog  to  the  Ibwh  of  Fraoceiind  toits  well-settledjoris- 
pradence,  this  clainisut  is  a  Fivpch  citizea.  This  CoioniiMion  was  orsaniieil  onder 
a  coDveDtion  dln^ctiiiK  the  commissloDere  to  apply  to  the  facts  developed  in  each  can 
the  laws  of  the  respective  countries,  partionlarJ;  when,  as  in  this  case,  the  question 
ia  one  depending  exclasivel;  tipoD  mauicipat  jiirjspradeuce,  and  not  to  cnuta  a  e«de 
of  laws  oiLginattng  in  its  own  will,  resting  od  mere  passine  inipreaaiuns,  and  in  con- 
Bict  with  well-established  riilen  and  usage,  and  with  public  law,  Jastice,  and  equity. 
The  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  reserves  to  bin  Government  the  right  t*  assert 
ita  own  laws  and  to  maintain  its  time-honored  principles.  Prauce  asserta  its  rishtto 
proteot  ila  own  citizeue  everywhere  throughont  the  whole  world,  and  if  decniODs 
rendered  here  are  of  such  a  nature  as  to  put  thtu  in  Jeopardy,  the  Freiiob  Qovbcb- 
ment  reserves  to  itself  the  right  to  ask  the  Oovernuent  of  the  United  States  lor  a 
revision  of  decisions  entirely  aoacceptable. 

Odon  DancATTE  v.  The  United  States,  No.  101. 

In  this  case  the  claimant  set  forth  in  his  memorial  that  Adminl 
Porter  seized  and  appropriated  to  the  nse  of  the  United  States  two  lots 
of  cotton — one  nnmbering  391  hales  and  the  other  namburiog  42  bales, 
and  all  of  the  value  of  t»7,682.50. 

Abon  seventy  witnesses  were  examined,  and  the  record  covered  more 
than  700  printed  pages. 

Dencatte  came  to  the  United  States  from  France  in  the  year  1831, 
and  at  the  close  of  the  proceedings  he  had  been  a  resident  of  this  coun- 
try for  about  flfty-two  years.  In  all  that  period  he  had  not  retamed 
to  France,  and  apon  the  divorce  of  his  wife,  who  was  a  French  woman, 
he  was  married  a  second  time  to  an  inhabitant  of  Louisiana.  In  the 
year  1848  the  claimant  made  oatb  l>efore  the  district  court  of  Avoyelles, 
by  wbicU  he  renounced  bis  allegiance  to  France,  and  declared  his  in- 
tention to  become  an  American  citizen.  There  was  no  evidence,  how- 
ever, that  that  intention  had  ever  been  effected  by  a  decree  of  natural- 
isation. It  was  shown  in  proof  that  in  the  year  1S67  in  a  proceeding 
before  a  United  Sbites  district  court  in  the  State  of  Illinois,  Dencatte 
bad  declared  that  he  was  a  French  citizen,  and  in  the  judgment  given 
by  the  court  he  was  so  described.  It  did  not  appear,  however,  that 
the  court  had  knowledge  of  the  declaration  made  by  Dencatte  in  184S 
of  bis  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  tjtates,  nor  did  it  ap- 
pear that  the  attention  of  the  court  was  called  to  the  Code  of  France, 
by  which  it  is  declared  that  the  nationality  of  a  French  citizen  is  lost 
by  residence  abroad,  "  sans  esprit  de  retonr." 

The  majority  of  tlie  Commission,  Baron  de  Ariuos  and  Commissiooer 
Aldis,  gave  an  opinion,  in  which  they  say ; 

Under  the  third  provision  of  the  Civil  Code — that  French  citfienship  sball  h«  lost 
b7  an  establishment  in  a  foreign  country  without  lui  intent  to  Tetnro  (sans  eaprit  de 
fet«ur) — we  have  frequently  decided  that  the  ilecloratiou  of  an  intention  to  become 
an  Amerit^an  citizen,  accompanied  by  such  facts  an  are  proven  in  this  case,  are  fnll 
and  satisfactory  proof  of  the  loss  of  French  citiienship.  In  consi8t«ncy  with  tfacM 
decisions  we  find  that  the  claimant  is  not  a  French  citizen,  and  are  therefore  obti^ 
to  diaallow  the  claim. 

The  reasons  assigned  would  lead  legally  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Commission  intended  to  dismiss  the  claim  upon  the  ground  that  the 
tribunal  had  not  jurisdiction. 
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The  French  comuiissiouer,  M.  Lefaivre,diBseGte<lfrom  the  coucliisioDS 
of  the  majority,  and  said: 

In  my  oplaion  the  declaration  of  tbe  claimaut  of  ht«  inti-nHon  to  become  an  Anier- 
icau  citicen,  mwle  in  1)MH,  was  ouly  the  Brat  step  in  tUe  proceM  of  natural iziiCion, 
lod  tbJH  inteutioa  waa  never  carriei]  out.  Kirdt,  ve  find  the  claimant  in  18t>7,  in  a 
pnweedJDK  before  the  Uiiil«<l  3tat«a  district  conrt  in  Illinois,  declH.nn^  biiiivelf  to  be 
I  Frpnch  citizen,  and  the  Jud);nient  of  that  court  so  characterizing  him.  It  n'aa  not 
necessary,  id  order  to  give  Jntisiliciion  to  the  court,  tliat  the  claimant  should  declare 
bimsrlf  a,  Frt-'nch  citizen.  Therefore,  tliere  is  n»  reason  to  doubt  the  trntll  of  the  itec- 
hratian  and  tbe  corrt-ctness  of  the  jlndinf:  of  tbe  court. 

Moreover,  thero  is  no  proof  that  the  claimant  ever  voted  or  heldofflao  in  thiacoilii- 
try,  aud  nnnieroua  witneaaes  testify  to  his  French  citizenship  and  his  cxpressi-d  inten- 
lion  to  retnrn  to  France.  He  niust,  therefore,  lie  considered  as  having  retsioed  his 
Krencli  citizeuijhi|t. 

Jean  Petit  v.  The  United  StatsO,  No.  255. 

The  claimaDt  averred  in  his  memorial  that  on  or  about  tbe  39th  day 
of  Jaue,  1863,  General  Butler  seized  and  appropriated  to  the  uce  of  the 
United  States  quantities  of  lumber  and  other  movable  property,  of  the 
value  of  $15,o4o.  Be  also  averred  that  his  place  of  basiness  was 
wroD^fiilly  seized  and  closed  by  General  BuMer,  to  the  damage  of  the 
memorialist  in  the  snm  of  $dU,0O(i  more. 

It  appears  also  from  the  memorial  that  Petit  was  naturalized  by  the 
district  court  of  tbe  ])ari8h  of  OrteaoB,  State  of  Louisiana,  in  the  year 
1868. 

The  cooDsel  for  tbe  United  States  interposed  a  demurrer,  upon  the 
t;roand  that  tbe  claimant  was  not  a  citizen  of  France,  but  was  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States. 

Thereupon  the  memorialist  filed  an  amendment  to  his  memorial,  in 
which  he  set  forth  that  in  the  year  1870  be  left  the  United  States,  re- 
turned to  France,  and  resumed  at  once  bis  uationality  as  a  French  citi- 
wa,  and  that  since  that  time  be  had  exercised  all  the  rights  of  a  citizen 
of  France,  and  had  been  recognized  as  such  by  the  French  autliorities. 
In  the  month  of  September,  1881,  five  mouths  after  his  original  me- 
morial was  filed,  he  was  reinstated  as  a  citizen  of  France  by  the  act  of 
tbe  French  anthorities. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  connsel  for  the  United  States  that  the  mere  fact 
of  his  return  to  France  in  1870,  althongb  followed  by  acts  of  citizeoahip 
and  by  a  recognition  of  liis  citizenship  by  the  French  authorities,  did 
nut  constitute  him  a  citizen  of  France.  lu  support  of  this  position  the 
IBth  article  of  tbe  Civil  Code  of  France  was  quoted,  in  these  words : 

A  natrve  of  Prance  who  shall  have  lost  his  citiionsbip  may  atwayx  recover  it  on  re- 
tnterinfj  Fraoce  nitb  the  authorization  of  the  kin^,  and  on  declaring  that  he  wishes 
TO  remfttn  there,  and  that  be  renounces  all  distinction  contrary  to  French  law. 


Article  17  of  the  French  Code  was  also  cited,  in  which  it  is  declare<l 
tbat  French  citizenship  is  lost  by  nataralization  acquired  in  a  foreign 
country.  Besting  upon  the  fact  of  the  naturalization  of  Petit  in  the 
Hnited  States  and  the  17th  and  18th  articles  of  the  Code  of  France,  the 
connsel  for  the  United  States  claimed  tbat  Petit  did  not  become  a  citi- 
len  of  France  until  the  12th  day  of  September,  1881,  when  he  was  duly 
reinstated.  As  the  date  of  his  reinstatement  was  not  only  subsequent  to 
ihe  date  of  the  treaty,  but  subsequent  also  to  tbe  presentation  of  his 
claim,  the  couneel  for  the  United  States  contended  that  the  Commission 
had  not  jurisdiction  of  his  case.  The  special  counsel  for  the  claimant 
made  answer  as  follows : 

Tbe  evidence  in  the  case  shows  that  Petit  was  bom  in  Bordeaux,  France,  in  181d ; 
that  he  remaiued  a  cirizeu  of  France  nntil  October,  IH6e,  when  he  was  uktarallEed  as. 
H.  Ex.  235 6  OqIc 
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a  citizen  of  tlie  United  Slates;  tbat  in  ISTOheretanied  to  France  with  hisramilyud 
all  biB  meaDB,  reaniued  his  native  Datiunality  1j;  his  dealaratioo  and  acta,  and  Ibit 
he  and  his  famil;  have  resided  there  oontinuouHly  since,  claimiag  to  have  resarticd 
his  native  citizenshif),  and  that  ho  has  been  recognized  as  a  French  citizen.  Tbe  cer- 
tificate of  TeintegratiOD  as  a  French  citizen  was  only  the  completion  of  all  evidence 
ou  that  point  to  meet  au:^  technical  qaestion  that  might  be  raised. 

The  opinioQ  of  Attoniey-Oeaeral  Stack,  given  iu  1857,  in  the  case  of 
Ainthor,  a  Bavarian  naturalized  in  the  United  States,  vho  retnnied  to 
Bavaria,  was  cited  in  support  of  the  position  taken  by  the  connael  for 
the  tDeinorialist.    (UpinioDB  of  Attorneys- Gene  raj,  vol.  9,  p.  03.) 

Dana's  edition  of  Wheaton  (p.  144)  was  quoted  also  in  the  case  of  a 
FniBBian  subject  naturalized  in  the  United  States,  who  bad  returned  to 
Prussia  when  Mr.  Wheaton  was  minister  at  Berlin.  In  tbat  case  Mr. 
Wheaton  said: 

Having  cetnmed  to  the  country  of  your  birth,  ;onr  native  domicile  and  natioatl 
character  revert  so  long  as  yon  remain  in  the  Prussian  dominions ;  and  yon  are  boiud 
in  all  respects  to  obey  the  laws  exactly  as  If  yon  had  never  emigrated. 

The  Oommission  made  an  award  to  Petit  in  the  sum  of  $2,865. 

As  the  Commission  entertained  jurisdiction  notwithstanding  the  nat- 
uralization of  Petit  in  the  TTnited  States  in  the  year  1868,  it  is  to  be  as- 
sumed that  the  views  of  the  special  counsel  were  accepted.  It  is  not  to  be 
inferred,  however,  that  the  Commission  reached  the  conclnsion  that  the 
reinstatement  of  Petit  as  a  French  citizen  in  the  year  1881  was  accepted 
as  justifying  jurisdiction,  but  that  the  jurisdiction  was  found  in  the  fact 
tbat  he  returned  to  France  in  J  870,  and  had  acted  as  a  French  citizen 
and  had  been  accepted  as  a  French  citizen  for  the  period  of  ten  yean* 
and  more  previous  to  his  formal  reiustat«ment  in  citizenship  by  the  duly 
constituted  authorities. 

Peter  M.  Nicbosi  v.  The  United  States,  No.  415. 

The  memorialist  in  this  case  claimed  compensation  for  severs!  quan- 
tities of  cotton,  which  he  alleged  were  "lost  or  destroyed  by  reason  of 
the  war  and  the  acts  of  the  military  anthorities  of  the  United  States." 

The  claimant  stated  in  his  memorial  that  he  was  born  at  Rogliano, 
Corsica,  the  28th  day  of  October,  1837.  From  the  testimony  in  the  case 
it  appeared  that  he  came  to  this  country  in  the  year  1855,  while  a  minor. 
He  also  stated  in  bis  memorial  that  be  was  naturalized  at  Montgomery, 
in  the  State  of  Alabama,  the  25th  day  of  October,  1870,  and  admitted 
to  citizenship  in  the  United  States ;  but,  in  conned  ion  with  that  state- 
ment, he  also  declared  that  he  was  then,  at  the  date  when  bis  memorial 
was  filed  (May  23,  1881),  "  a  citizen  of  the  Eepublic  of  France."  The 
last  averment  was  sustained  by  the  proofs  to  this  extent,  namely,  that 
in  the  year  1871,  and  immediately  after  the  decree  of  naturalization,  the 
claimant  returned  to  France,  and  upon  his  return  he  addressed  a  com- 
munication to  the  mayor  of  Rop;liauo,  in  which  be  stated  hia  wish  to  ex- 
ercise the  rights  of  a  French  citizen.  He  remained  in  France  till  about 
the  year  1875,  and  <iuriug  that  period  he  enjojed  the  privileges  of  a  cit- 
izen of  the  French  Bepulilic,  and  performed  also  a  certain  kind  of  mili- 
tary service.  Upon  bis  return  to  this  country  in  the  year  1S75,  and  dur- 
ing the  subseqaent  years,  and  until  1878,  he  voted  and  held  office  and 
pursued  his  business  in  the  State  of  Alabama.  At  the  date  of  the  me- 
morial Kicrosi  was  living  at  Bogliano,  but  he  was  engaged  in  business 
at  Montgomery,  Alabama. 

Un  this  statement  of  facts  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  contended 
that  Nicrosi  had  never  been  restored  to  citizenship  in  France  by  the  act 
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or  the  aathorities  daly  constituted  to  reinstate  him;  tbat  his  retnrti  to 
tbe  United  Statett,  and  the  exercise  of  the  rights  and  privileges  of  a 
citizen  in  this  conntry,  were  snfficient  to  justify  the  conclusion  legally 
Uiat  he  intended  to  continue  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

The  counsel  for  the  French  Bepnblic  contended  tbat  bis  declaration 
of  intention  to  exercise  the  rights  of  a  citizen  of  the  French  Republic 
reiUBtated  him  in  citizenship,  and  this  in  view  of  tbe  fact  that  bis  name 
appeared  upon  tbe  electoral  lists  of  the  Commune  of  Bogliano  for  the 
jeara  1875  to  1881,  inclusive. 

The  claim  waa  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdictiou  by  tbe  uDauimoua 
opinion  of  the  Commission.    In  their  opinion  they  say : 

TbiB  claiinatit  naa  uatur»lixe<l  \a  tbe  United  States.  He  went  back  to  Fru)c«,  but 
did  not  oomplf  with  tbe  proviBionit  of  the  civil  code  to  become  again  a  citizen  of 
Fnoee.  He  cane  back  to  the  United  States,  and  'there  claimed  the  rights  of  au 
AnKricao  citiieo. 

Obcab  Chopim  V.  The  United  States,  No.  592. 

Tbe  memorialist  in  this  case  claimed  compensation  for  various  articles 
of  movable  property,  of  the  value  of  $31,371.73,  alleged  to  have  been 
«eiied  tlie  13th  day  of  May,  1863,  by  Mfyor  Robertson,  of  the  First  Regi- 
ment of  Lpuisiaua  cavalrj'. 

Tbe  claimant  was  the  son  of  Jean  Baptiste  Chopin,  who  was  a  citizen 
of  France  and  a  resident  of  Louisiana;  where  he  died  in  the  year  1870, 
leaving  as  his  lieirs-at-law  four  children,  of  whom  the  memorialist  was 
ooe,  and  who  appeared  on  bebalf  of  the  others  in  tbe  prosecution  of  this 
claim.  Tbe  wife  of  the  said  Jean  Baptiste  Chopin  died  at  a  time  pre- 
Tjons  to  the  death  of  herhnsband,  EugeueChopin,  a  daughter  of  Jean 
Baptiste  Chopin,  having  married  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  named 
Henry,  so  much  of  the  claim  as  otherwise  would  have  inured  to  her 
benefit  was  withdrawn  by  tbe  counsel  for  the  French  Republic.  After 
the  presentation  of  the  memorial,  and  during  the  pendency  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, Oscar  Chopin,  the  memorialist,  died,  leaving  as  his  heirs-at- 
law  a  widow  and  five  minor  children.  Tbe  four  children  of  Jean  Bap- 
tiste Chopin  were  bom  in  tbe  United  States,  and  tbe  minor  children  of 
Oscar  Chopin,  grandchildren  of  Jean  Baptiste  Chopin,  were  also  born  in 
the  United  Slates.  Tbe  record  showed  tbat  tbe  children  of  Jean  Bap- 
tiste Chopin  had  visited  France,  and  had  resided  in  that  country  for 
brief  periods  of  time. 

On  these  facts  the  counsel  for  tbe  United  States  maintained  that  the 
Commission  bad  not  jurisdiction  of  the  case,  inasmuch  as  the  claimants, 
having  been  born  in  the  United  States,  were  made  citizens  of  tbe  United 
States  by  tbe  fonrteeuth  amendment  to  the  Constitution.  This  as  to 
the  children  of  Jean  Baptiste  Chopin,  and  with  stronger  reason  as  to 
the  children  of  Oscar  Chopin. 

Ad  award  was  made  by  the  united  action  of  the  Commission  in  the 
tnm  of  92,111.  There  was,  however,  no  order  as  to  tbe  distribution  of 
tbe  snm  so  awarded,  nor  any  indication  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
Commission  as  to  tbe  citizenship  of  the  childreu  of  Oscar  Chopin.  It 
may,  however,  be  assumed  fairly  that  the  Commission  were  of  opinion 
tbai  tbe  childreu  of  Jean  Baptiste  Chopin,  although  born  in  this  conn- 
try,  were  citizens  of  France,  and  that,  inasmuch  as  the  death  of  Oscar 
Chopin  occurred  after  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  and  after  the  pre- 
nentation  of  the  memorial,  his  right  to  reclamation  had  become  so 
vested  that  it  descended  to  bis  children  independently  of  the  question 
of  their  citizenship  in  Frauee. 
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Arthur  Dbnis,  Testaicbntary  ExEf :utob  of  L.  F.  Fouohbb,  Mab- 
QUis  DE  CiRcfe,  V.  The  United  States,  No.  603. 

Tbia  claim  was  preferred  in  bebalf  of  the  heirs  of  Loais  Frederic 
Poucher,  Marquia  de  Circ6,  who  died  in  France  the  22d  day  of  Novem- 
ber, 1869.  It  was  alleged  iu  the  memorial  that  the  United  States  troopa 
took  and  destroyed  property  and  huildings  upon  the  Foacher  plantation, 
in  the  parish  of  Jefferson,  Loniaiana,  in  the  years  1S63  and  1864,  of  tbe 
value  of  $88,419. 

The  facts  of  record  were  these : 

Foncher  was  born  in  the  year  1798  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  pro?- 
iiifie  of  Louisiana,  theu  a  part  of  the  dominions  of  Spain,  He  was  there 
resident  with  his  father,  Pierre  Foucher,  in  the  year  1803,  when  tbe  ter- 
ritory of  Louisiana  was  transferred  to  the  United  9tat*?e.  Jioais  Fred- 
trio  Foncher  remained  at  New  Orleans  until  the  year  133fi,  wheu  he  re- 
moved to  France,  where  be  continued  to  live  until  his  death  in  November, 
1869.  During  his  residence  in  France  for  a  third  of  a  century  he  exercised 
The  rights  and  enjoyed  the  privileges  of  a  citizen.  He  owned  a  chateau 
and  he  assumed  the  inherited  title  of  Marquis  de  Circ^.  But  there  was 
no  evidence  of  record  that  he  was  ever  reinstated  or  naturalized  in  cod- 
formity  to  the  code  of  France. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  upon  the  author- 
ity of  the  decision  of  the  Oummission  in  the  case  of  E(;le  Aubry  (No.  25], 
that  Foncher  bt^came  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  by  the  treaty  of  ces- 
sion of  the  territory  of  Louisiana  in  1803;  that  hia  residence  in  France, 
even  with  the  attending  circumstances,  did  not  entitle  him  to  be  consid- 
ered a  citizen  of  that  country,  and  that  consequently  the  Commissioo 
4:ou1d  not  take  jurisdiction  of  the  case.  It  was  admitted  by  the  counitel 
for  the  United  States  that  the  supreme  court  of  the  State  of  LouisiaDa, 
in  a  case  entitled  "The  State  of  Louisiana  vs.  The  Snocession  of  the 
Itlarqnis  de  Circ^,"  bad  held  that  he  was  at  the  time  of  his  death  a 
French  citi/'CU  within  the  meaning  of  both  the  French  law  and  the  lav 
of  Louisiana. 

The  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  maintained  that,  inasmach  as 
tbe  father  of  Louis  Frederic  Foucher  was  born  in  liouisiana  when  that 
province  was  within  the  jurisdiction  of  France,  his  descendant,  Louis 
Frederic  Foncher,  was  a  citizen  of  France  and  not  affected  by  the  ces- 
sion of  the  territory  of  Louisiana  by  France  to  Spain,  then  by  Spain  t» 
France,  theu  by  France  to  the  United  States.  It  was  also  claimed  by 
the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  that  tbe  opinions  of  certaiu  French 
lawyers,  whose  words  were  quoted  in  the  brief,  should  be  accepte<I  as 
the  evidence  of  experts  in  regard  to  tbe  law  of  France.  M.  Harrisse, 
speaking  of  the  French  law,  said: 

Citizenship  is  conferred  in  the  forms  Kiveii  iu  my  first  croaa-interroKatory.  Uia 
evidenceil  by  public  notoriety  and  enjoyment  and  practice  of  certain  political  riphti 
which  are  coofeTred  on  French  citizens  only,  such  as  the  registry  oi  voting  at  tlec- 
tJons  or  iuBcription  i>n  the  electoral  lisM.  i  Bnt  tut  the  law  does  not  prescribe  the  rnlM 
if  evidence  fur  snoh  casts,  it  springs  from  circumstances. 

The  certificate  of  the  minister  of  the  interior  was  also  relied  upoD. 
He  said  in  substance  that  Louis  Frederic  Foucher,  Marquis  de  Cinw, 
born  at  New  Orleans,  had  been,  in  view  of  the  evidence  produced,  con- 
sidered to  be  French  and  iuacribed  on  the  electoral  list  of  tbe  seventh 
arrondiaaement  of  Paris  for  the  years  1864  to  1869,  and  that  bis  inscri|i 
tiori  on  that  list  established,  until  the  contrary  was  proved,  that  he  wuh 
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Freoch.    M.  Jaeou,  s  PreDch  lawyer,  who  was  examined  as  an  expert, 
said: 

I  conaicter  the  Freucb,  natioDality  of  Louib  Frnleric  Foiivlitr.  MarqciH  ile  Ctrc£,  as 
pwved,  BrBt,  liy  the  judRuient  of  the  trihuDal  of  the  Seine  of  April  11,  A.  D,  lifil,  order- 
inR  the  rectification  »f  the  birth  certificat«  of  his  bod,  aud  tlie  adiiition  of  tlie  n-       ' 


Citrt,  which  bad  been  omitted— «n  ailditi on  which  the  trihnnal  could  order  only  after 
the  Mnrauisde  Circ£  hod  established  biB  qnalit;  of  French  citizen;  secoud,  by  the 
of  L.  F,  Foiiclier  de  Circ6  on  the  electoral  lists  of  the  aeventh  arrondisa 


iiH-nt  on  prrBeuIatiou  to  the  competent  municipal  officers  of  dociimunts  cBtaldiBbinjf 
his  c|aslity  of  French  citizen. 

The  Commissiou,  by  a  nnsnimoas  decision,  allowed  tbe  claim  for  the 
snm  of  99,1iOO. 

Tbis  act  was  a  recognition  of  the  citizenship  of  Foncher  in  France ; 
butwbetberthe  conclusion  was  reached  upon  the  ground  that  the  father 
of  Foncher  was  a  citizen  of  France,  aud  that  the  son,  altbougb  born  in 
the  territory  of  Jjonisiiina,  then  a  province  of  Spain,  followed  the  con- 
dition of  his  father,  or  whether  the  Commission  were  of  opinion  that  the 
removal  of  Fuucher  to  France  in  1836  aud  bis  eontionons  residence  there 
Tur  a  third  of  a  century  and  during  his  life,  coupled  with  the  fact  that 
he  was  recognized  as  a  citizen  of  France,  although  formal  proceedings, 
as  required  by  articles  9  and  10  of  tbe  French  Code,  had  not  been  cum 
plied  with,  justified  the  conclusion  legally  that  be  was  a  citizen  of  France, 
does  not  appear. 

Bleze  Motte  v.  Thk  United  Sta'ies,  No.  SSU. 

The  claimant  asked  compensation  for  a  horse  and  other  personal  prop- 
wty,  alleged  to  have  been  of  tbe  value  of  $298,  and  to  have  been  seized 
by  Captain  Banker,  of  the  Forty-first  Begiment  of  Massachusetts  Vol- 
QDteers. 

In  the  testimony  given  by  Bleze  Motte  (p.  11)  it  appeared  that  he 
"  was  a  slave  owner  before  and  during  the  late  war." 

The  counsel  for  the  Uuitied  States  filed  a  demurrer  to  the  jarisdictiou 
uf  tbe  Commission,  npou  tbe  ground  that  the  said  Bleze  Motte  had  lost 
his  citisensbip  in  France. 

There  were  three  other  cases  in  which  demurrers  were  filed  or  argu- 
ments made,  based  npon  the  fact,  either  admitted  or  proved  in  each 
ease,  that  the  memorialist  had  been  the  owner  of  slaves.  They  were 
Pierre  Nongn6,  No.  323,  David  de  Lanreal,  Ko.  97,  and  Ladmirault,  No. 
475. 

it  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  slave- 
holding,  under  the  circumstances  in  the  several  cases  specified,  operated 
to  denationalize  a  French  citizen,  tbe  act  being  contrary  to  certain  de- 
cree* of  the  French  Government,  which  were  cited  as  follows,  namely  ; 

Adecree  of  the  French  Goveimnent,  No.  296,  dated  April  27,  lB4t4,  eDtit1e<l  "D^cret 
nlalif  i  I'abalitioD  de  I'eaclavage  dans  les  colonies  et  posBemiioiiB  fran^alges,"  jiro- 
•itlH)  in  article  H  as  follows  : 

"A  I'avenir,  niAiiiR  en  pays  stranger,  il  est  interdit  h  tout  franyais  d»  ponK^<ler, 
d'wheter  on  de  vendro  des  osclavcs,  ct  de  pnrticiper.  soit  dirFclenicDt,  soit  indirecte- 
■"Dt,  fc  tout  tralic  oil  exploitation  de  oe  j^eure.  Toute  infraction  >i  <«8  diBpoHltiona 
rntraiceTa  la  perto  de  la  qiinliti^  de  citoyen  fmn^ais,"  (Bulletin  den  lois  lie  la  K^pii- 
lihqiie  Franfain,  No.  3-J.) 

By  the  act  of  the  National  A nembly  of  France  of  the  lltb  of  February,  1»51.  il  ia 
(•tOTided  as  lollows: 

"Article  nniqne.  Le  d^lai  que  I'articte  8  du  d^ret  du  37  Avril  IIMB  accordu  aur 
F^Caia  jlahlis  k  I'titranger,  pour  afl'ranchir  on  aligner  les  ^Bclaves  doiit  ils  Hont 
poMcaMur^  eatSx^  Jtdix  ans."  (Ilnlletin  des  lois  1851, 10  s^rie,  lois  et  d^oreta 7— 3M 
a409,  p*ge220.) 
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By  tlieejiociilivedi'creeof  the  7rh  of  May,  18M,  the  8th  urticte  of  the  derm  of 
lf<4S  wa8  coiistnied  nti  TollowB : 

"Article  utitquu.  Le  paragrapbe  2de  I'article  8  dii  liriuret  dii  27  avril  I84b  M  mo- 
difi«  aiiisi  qii'il  miit: 

"Lb  present  article  u'eat  paa  applicable  aux  proprititairea  d'eectavea  dont  la  pm- 
■eMion  U8t  But^rieiire  au  d^cret  du  27  avril  1H48,  on  i^salterait,  »oit  de  socramcni, 
aoitde  donation  eotre  vifs  on  t^atamentaire,  soit  de  conyentions  laatrimoDialet," 
(Bultetiu  des  lois,  No.  607,  XI  seriea.     B.] 

The  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  interposed  the  foUoviogdeclam- 
tion  iu  support  of  his  uiotion  to  set  aside  the  demurrer ; 

I.  Article  II  of  the  Conventiou  of  Jannar;  15,  1880,  contains  the  follonlDg  provi*- 
ion: 

"  But  DO  claim  or  item  of  damage  or  iitjiii?  based  npon  the  em>Dcipation  of  ilarn 
shall  be  entertained  by  the  CominluiDn. 

This  proviBion  excludee  from  the  Jnriadictiun  of  the  Commission  all  and  eTery  olaim 
growing  ont  of  theloBBof  Hlaves,  In  whatever  form  said  toss  ma;  hsYo  ocnnmd. 

Unless  all  the  pmcessfs  of  reasoning  are  uuaonnd,  tbis  implies  that  Frencbmea  who 
held  Blares  may  make  olaima  before  this  Commission  for  any  damage  done  b(  their 
peTion  or  property,  except  as  to  the  exclusions  enamerat«d  in  the  aboTs-qaoted 

[I.  The  assumption  that  thiaComiuiasiouhas  the  power  to  denationalize  Freccliiiicn 
is  most  stTBDuously  resisted  on  bebalf  of  the  Government  of  the  Freneh  Republic. 
Whatever  might  be  the  legislation  of  France  on  the  qneetion  of  ownership  of  slaves, 
and  whatever  its  effects  npon  French  citizensliip,  it  belongs  exclosively  to  French 
courts  to  execute  it. 

III.  The  convention  is  part  of  the  law  of  the  two  countries,  and  its  effect  is  to  nt 
aside  and  annul  every  act  of  municipal  legislation  in  so  far  as  the  same  ma;  conflict 
with  the  provtsiouH  of  this  convention.  The  convention  itoelf  being  the  last  eipres- 
Bton  (if  the  will  of  tbe  contracting  powers,  does  away  with  any  act  which  might  be 
held  inconsistent. 

IV.  This  Commission  has  no  right  whatever  to  inquire  into  the  t)uesti'>n  raiwd  b^ 
the  counsel  for  the  United  States.  It  ie  submitted  that  the  pleading,  by  means  oC 
which  this  question  was  raised,  ought  to  be  set  aside  without  any  further  atgnm«at 
or  delay, 

V.  Should  the  Commission  entertain  donbts  on  this  point,  the  counsel  for  the  French 
Republic  contends  that  it  is  not  within  its  province  to  inquire  further  into  tbe  ques- 
tion; it  should  bo  referred  at  once  to  the  high  ooutracting  parties. 

VI.  The  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  enters  his  lormal  protest  against  sny 
fbrtfaM  proceedings  intended  to  give  Jurisdiction  to  this  Commission  over  questioni 
wbicli  tend  to  illstort  the  clear,  distinct,  and  positive  meaning  of  a  Boleiao  compact 
between  two  great  nations. 

VII.  Pleadings  interposed  to  that  effect  are  frivoloos,  and  ought  not  to  be  conule- 
n  a  need. 

The  oonnsel  for  the  United  States  submitted  the  following  argnmeDt 
in  support  of  tbe  demnrrer : 

Tliese  decrees  operated  to  deprive  the  claimants  in  the  cases  at  bar  of  citiiensfaip 
in  France,  without  any  act  of  the  Government  of  France  oritsb'ibunala.  Thedeoiees 
of  that  Oovemment  and  the  acts  of  the  claimants  iu  holding  slaves  after  the  expira- 
tion of  the  ten  years  prescribed  by  the  act  of  the  National  Anembly  of  France  of  (he 
lltb  of  February,  1651,  deprived  them  of  French  cttizenahip  iu  France  as  ethctnally 
as  though  they  had  been  naturalized  in  the  United  States. 

In  the  cose  of  a  person  bom  in  Fmnce  and  naturalized  in  the  United  States  this 
Commission  will  look  only  at  the  evidence  by  which  his  naturalization  is  proved.  Id 
tbe  cose  of  a  person  horn  in  France,  and  hmding  slaves  contrary  to  the  deoreea  re- 
ferred to,  the  duty  uf  the  Commission  is  fully  perforpied  when,  upon  an  examinstion 
of  the  proofs,  there  seems  to  be  no  reasonable  doubt  that  the  acta  of  the  cjaioianl  arP 
jn  violation  of  the  decrees. 

The  loss  of  citizenship  in  such  a  case  is  not  due  to  the  act  of  the  CommiNioD,  but 
is  due  entirely  to  the  circumstance  that  the  claimant,  by  his  own  acta,  violated  the 
laws  of  his  native  country.  The  penalty  attached  to  that  violation  operates  instsnily 
Hud  without  tlie  agency  or  the  decision  of  any  tribunal.  The  only  question  before 
the  Commission  is,  did  the  claimaut  hold  slaves  iu  violation  of  tbe  decreea  and  laa* 
of  the  Frttnch  Oovemment  t  If  so,  then  the  Commission  must  hold  that  he  is  not  a 
Frpuch  citizen,  precisely  as  they  would  in  cose  of  bis  naturalization  in  the  United 
States. 

The  French  Code  in  several  of  its  articles,  as  well  as  in  the  deonea  qnoted,  asranf* 
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thii  ■  perBoa  Imtd  in  France,  aoil  by  Ma  birth  eutitled  to  oitizeoabip  Id  that  country, 
mar  low  his  citixentibtp  without  aci|iiiriag  a  Den  DatioDalty. 

The  Revised  Statutes  of  the  UDited  SIobcb  (see.  1999)  asaert  the  right  of  expatria- 
tion in  thsHB  worda : 

"Any  dectftration,  iDstruction,  opinion,  order,  or  deciHion  of  any  ofBoer  of  the  Uni- 
(eil  ijtates  which  denies,  restricts,  impairs,  or  questioDS  the  right  of  expatriation,  is 
declared  incousistent  with  tho  fundanienttil  principloa  of  the  Hepublio." 

It  mast  therefore  be  accepted  BB  a  settled  rule  of  fandameDtal  law,  both  in  Fraaceand 
the  United  States,  that  a  citizen  of  either  oauntry  may  lose  all  his  rights  of  oltizeusbip 
in  the  country  of  hia  birth,  and  this  without  acquiring  corresponding  rights  in  another 
<«autiy. 

It  cannot  be  donbted  that  a  FrsDcb  tribnnal  within  the  territory  of  France,  and 
faiv in g  jurisdiction  of  the  person  and  of  the  case,  would  be  cnmpet«Dt  to  ilecide  the 
qnpstioD  of  the  citizenship  of  a  pereon  bom  in  France  who  had  held  slaves  in  TJolatiou  of 
lb(!  decrees  qnoted.  There  is  no  evidence  in  the  case  at  bar  that  sucli  decisious  have 
been  rendereil ;  but  the  counsel  for  the  Unit«d  States  claims  that  this  honorable  Coui- 
miasion  is  endowed  by  tho  treaty  with  full  power  to  decide  whether  a  claimaut  ia  a 
Fnnch  citizen,  and  that  that  power  with  reference  to  thecasesat  the  bar  of  the  Com- 
uiaaion  is  as  ample  as  could  be  conferred  by  the  French  GoTemmeat  upon  any  tribunal 
»illiin  the  territory  of  France. 

Tb is  Commission  ia  at  the  aame  time  a  tribnnal  of  France  and  a  tribunal  of  the  United 
8tat« ;  and  it  ia  clothed  with  all  the  authority  that  could  b*  conferred  by  either  Oov- 
eimnent  npon  any  tribunal  within  ite  territorial  jnridictian  in  all  qnestions  arising 
Dnder  tbe  treaty  and  pending  before  the  Commission.  The  question  of  citizenahip  la 
one  uf  those  questions,  and  a  primary  one  in  its  nature.  It  ia  claimed  by  tbe  counaet 
fnr  the  United  States  that  this  Commiasion  cannot  do  otherwise  than  jiass  upon  the 
question  of  citizenahip,  and  in  passing  upon  that  question  they  will  eiaiuine  and  apply 
the  laws  and  decrees  of  France  and  the  lawn  of  the  United  States  precisely  aa  those 
laTsand  decrees  would  be  applied  by  the  French  tribunals  on  the  one  haiidaud  by  tbe 
roartsorthB  United  Sl-atea  on  the  other  in  cases  within  their  jurisdiction  respectively. 
Nor  19  it  necessary  for  thia  Commission  to  inqnire  whether  the  loss  of  citizeuship  was 
jrencribed  by  the  French  Govf  mment  as  a  penalty  for  slaveholding.  It  is  by  the 
derree*  a  consequence  of  alaveholdiug,  and  inasmuch  aa  by  the  treaty  a  person  not 
•  citixcn  of  France  can  have  no  atauding  before  the  Commission,  it  is  tbe  duty  of 
tbe  com  mission  era  to  consider  the  matter,  not  in  the  light  of  an  inrringemeut  of  the 
law  aud  the  Infliction  of  a  penalty,  but  in  the  light  of  a  duty  iniposed  upon  it  to  as- 
certain whether  the  claimant  is  a  French  citizen  or  not. 

The  provisions  of  the  aecond  article  of  the  treaty  quoted  by  the  counsel  for  France 
do  not,  in  the  judgment  of  the  counsel  for  the  Unil«d  States,  relate  to  nor  in  any 
nanner  affect  the  questions  pending  in  the  cases  at  bar.  If  the  reMouing  of  the 
tonneel  fbr  the  French  Kepublic^e  accepted  that  from  this  article  the  inference  ia 
plain  and  nnambiguoaa  that  if  the  claimant  has  "two  item  a  of  claim,  one,  say,  for  cot- 
ton and  the  other  for  alavea,  the  last-named  is  barred,"  but  the  first  is  valid,  it  does 
not  follow  that  a  penou  who  held  slaves  contrary  to  the  decrees  is  entitled  to  a 
•Unding  aa  a  French  citizen.  It  might  happen  that  by  the  laws  of  snocession  there 
might  have  b«en,  except. for  the  treaty,  a  claim  for  compensation  for  sluvea  lost  by 
tbe  ori^nal  owner,  and  yet  the  person  making  the  claim  might  not  himself  have  held 
allies  in  Tiolation  of  the  decree  of  I84H,  and  the  decrees  iu  addition  thereto.  It  may 
iloowitb  propriety  be  said  that  the  declaration  in  tbe  treaty  that  no  compensation 
alioald  be  made  for  the  loss  of  slaves  iu  no  manner  railitates  against  tbe  doctrine  of 
Ibe  French  decrees  that  a  slaveholder  shonid  lose  his  citizen  ship  in  France.  In- 
deed, it  may  well  beMsnmad  that  a  country  which  had  denationalized  itsoitizena  ou 
ucount  of  slaveholding  would  be  nuwilling  either  to  make  oompensatlon  fur  slaves 
(Dancipated  or  to  claim  oompensation  for  it«  own  ciCUens  fur  auch  emancipated 
ilaies  at  the  hands  of  aiiothur  government. 

If  it  appear  upon  the  evidHnae  before  the  Commission  that  the  claimant  lost  his 
dtlzenahip  in  France,  whether  by  naturalization  in  another  country  or  by  absence 
'nHD  Franco,  without  tbe  intention  of  retumiae,  or  by  taking  oEBce  in  a  foreign 
coDDtry,  or  by  holding  slaves  contrary  to  the  decrees,  then  it  Is  tbe  duty  of  the 
Commission  to  refuse  Jurisdiction  of  the  case,  inasmuch  as  it  can  have  no  junsdictlon 
or  the  claimant  if  by  auy  act,  or  by  any  process,  or  by  the  operation  of  any  law,  or 
U)' decree,  his  cititeuship  in  Frunce  has  Iwen  either  trausferrad  to  another  country 
or  been  lost  by  him  in  the  country  of  bis  birth. 

Tbe  powers  and  duties  of  the  Commisaion  in  the  cases  at  bar  are  the  same  iu 
tbtir  legal  character  as  in  those  cases  where  a  French  citizen  has  left  France  without 
III*  intention  of  returning  or  lias  held  office  in  a  foreign  oountrv. 

By  the  French  code  the  consequence  or  penalty  of  leaving  France  witbont  tbe  in- 
l«aiioo  ofiHtnrnln^  or  of  holding  office  in  a  foreign  country,  is  less  of  citizenship.  Tbe 
cDitasel  for  the  United  States  does  not  entertain  a  doubt  that  the  Commiuion  would 
d«clitie  to  take  jurisdiction  when  either  of  these  faota  was  proved. 
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By  the  decrees  of  the  Krencfa  Government  the  coDwqneDce  or  penalty  of  ilne- 
boldingis  low  of  oitizeDBhip.  and  the  duty  aud  powera  of  the  Commiwiioaarauap- 
plicabfe  tn  tbe  case  of  the  slaveholder  aa  to  the  case  of  AD  offloe-bolderorofapcmu- 
nent  resident  in  a  foreign  conntry. 

It  follows,  then,  apou  an  application  of  the  decrees  and  laws  of  Frsnoclo  thefKU 
established  by  the  testimony  iu  the  cose  at  bar,  that  the  olaimaDte.  not  beins  citiunt 
.of  France,  have  no  standing  before  this  Commission,  and  that  thej  shonld  M  hfaet 
dismissed. 

In  reply  it  was  claitned  by  the  special  connsel  for  the  claimaDt— 

I.  That  the  objection  is  founded  ou  a  mere  play  upon  the  doable  meaning  of  iIk 
word  "  ciliEon,"  and  that  the  eipression  "p«rie  de  la  qnaliti  do  citoyen  f^»n(»i^" 
nsed  in  the  law  of  1848,  moans  no  mare  tban  the  lose  of  the  right  to  vote  and  tb(  rigbl 
to  hold  office. 

U.  That  the  forfeiture  of  citizenship  denounced  upon  offenders  agftioit  this  li« 
mast  be  df  temiiued  by  direct  Judioiat  praceedings  agaiusl  the  offender,  and  coodoI  Iw 
enforced  collaterally, 

III.  That  no  one  but  the  Fiencli  Government  can  talie  advsntnge  of  the  forftitMrf. 
auil  it  ia  a  subject  which  cannot  be  gone  ioto  at  the  instsucu  of  a  foreign  goveramrnt. 

IV.  That  the  intent  of  the  high  contracting  parties,  asmanifesttd  by  historical cit- 
cnmstances,  evideotly  was  to  mclnde  sooh  claiutants  as  tbe  present,  even  tbouKb 
slave-holders. 

In  support  of  these  potiitions  it  vas  claimed  that  the  term  "  cttoyeo 
ftan^ais,"  as  used  in  that  law,  was  not,  and  never  had  been,  analogons 
to  the  term  "  American  citizen,"  as  used  in  the  Ameriuan  law ;  that  it 
meant  a  French  voter  ;  that  the  term  to  indicate  a  "  citizen  "  of  Fraoce 
in  tbe  broad  sense  of  one  nnder  the  allegiance  and  protection  of  France, 
whether  man,  woman,  or  child,  was  not  "  citoyen  frangais,"  but  "Fran- 
^ais"  simply.  It  was  contended  that  the  analogous  termof  tbet«osy8- 
teois  of  law,  French  and  American,  were  as  follows : 

— oltoyen  ft«n(ais. 

Citations  were  made  ftt>m  Riviere's  "  Codes  Franfais  et  Lois  nsQelles," 
as  follows : 


$  7.  L'eicercice  des  droits  civils  est  indiSpendant  de  la  quality  de  citoyen  laqncllene 
s'ooquiert  et  ne  se  conserve  que  con  for  moment  &  la  lol  constitutionetle. 

^8.  Tout  Fransaisjonira  des  droits  civils.     (Code  Civil,  liv,  1.  tit.  1,  ch.  1.) 

Art.  VI1[.  Constitution  de  ta  GiSpublique  fraut^aise  (22  frimaire,  on  VIII).  Titre 
ler — De  I'ezercice  des  droits  de  cit6.     Art.  ler. 

3.  Tout  homme  ai  et  r6sidant  en  France,  qui,  Agi  da  21  ant  accomplis,  s'est  fait  in- 
Bcrire  sur  le  rdgistre  civique  de  aor  arrondissemeut  communal,  et  qui  a  demenrtf  depni* 
pendant  I  an,  sur  is  territoire  de  la  RApoblique,  est  cilogeH  franfoie.  (Rlvi^n, 
Codes  Francais,  *c.,  vol.  2,  p.  73.) 

Also  ftvm  the  Dictionary  of  the  Academy,  s.  v.  citoyen : 
CilO|im/raiipai(,  se  dlt  de  Quiuconque  Joutt  in  France  des  droits  politlqnea,  UkqDc 
le  droit  de  concourir  a  IMlection  dea  driputis,  celui  de  singer  aux  awisea  eo  qnaliUdr 
jnr^  &,o. 

Extract  from  Lawrence's  Wheatou,  in  tliese  words,  were  also  cited : 
According  to  tbe  constitutional  jurists,  other  than  those  of  England  and  the  United 
States,  the  rigbt  of  voting,  or  of  at  least  being  eligible  as  an  elector,  is  the  teat  of  citi- 
zenship. Tbe  Dutch  publicist,  Thorbeck,  says,  in  a  discourse  delivered  at  the  H■Kl'^ 
entitled,  "Des  droits  du  citoj'on  d'aujourd'hui,"  which  was  translated  into  Freucb  in 
IH48  for  M.  Fwlix's  review  :  "What  couHtitiitee  the  distiuotive  character  of  our  epoch 
is  the  development  of  the  right  of  citizeusbip  {droit  de  cil^.  In  its  most  ezlendeil,  u 
well  as  in  its  most  restricted  tense,  it  includes  a  great  mauy  properties  {/aesIM).  Tlir 
right  of  citizenship  is  the  right  of  votJug  iu  the  government  of  tbe  local,  provincialT 
or  national  commnnity  of  which  one  is  a  member.     In  this  lost  sense,  the  right  of 

'  1  the  general  goTB] 
.     (Lawrence^  Wl 
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oiticenship  signifies  a  participation  in  tbe  right  of  voting  in  the  general  governmaiit 
as  a  member  of  the  stat«."  Bev.  Fr.  &  Etr.  torn,  v.,  p.  'J83.  (Lawrence^  Whealna. 
p.  8»3.) 
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Id  FniDCfl  there  has  always  been  adistiDotion,  since  naturalization  was  made  a  anb- 
ject  of  legislation,  between  the  character  of  a  Frouchman,  eiijoyiuR  niBrely  civil  rigbtSr 
iDd  that  of  a  citizen,  the  attribntes  of  whose  character  were  the  possesion  of  political 
rights.  TheCodeCivilBayM,liv.i,tit.i,  JT:  "ThaexorciBeof  civil  tightsiBiudepend- 
enlof  the  qnality  of  citizen,  which  isonly  acquired  andpreserved  in  conformity  with  th« 
WDrtitutional  law."  $  B.  Every  Frenchman  Hhall  enjoj  civil  rightB.  The  Code,  j  9,  i»- 
(irdiaaa  Frenchman  every  perBOn  bom  iu France  of  a foreijfn  father,  who,  within  a  year 
a<Urhiamajorily,  declares  his  intention  to  claim  thequality  of  a  Frouchman,  by  oom- 
plyiDE  with  the  proviBioiiH  aB  to  residence,  and  also,  $  10,  every  child  of  a  Frenchman 
bvra  in  a  for«tgn  ooilDtry.  {  fi.  A  foreign  woman,  who  manieB  a  Frenchman,  fol- 
low!" the  condition  of  the  husband,  i  13.  All  the  civil  rights  may  also  be  enjoyed,  bo 
long  as  he  resides  theiv,  by  a  forei(;Der  admiued  by  the  authority  of  the  sovereign  to 
establish  his  domicile  in  Fr.mce.  And  Pailliet  says,  writing  under  the  charier  oF 
Lonis  XVni,  "The  rights  of  a  citizen,  or,  in  other  words,  political  or  ninniciiial 
riitbls,  consist  in  the  aclion  which  the  oftarf*  accords  to  Frenchiaen  who  have  the 
quality  of  citizens,  to  concur  by  their  votes  in  the  fonuatiiiu  of  the  Chauiliecof  Dnpu- 
lin,  and  of  being  eligible  to  it.  Every  Frenchman  does  not  enjoy  political  and  niuni- 
tipsl  rights.  To  enjoy  them  it  iB  not  HutHcieut  to  be  a  Frenchman;  it  is  necessary  to 
be,  mnicover,  a  citizen."  Hannel  do  Droit  Frangais,  p.  9.  (Lawrence's  Wheatoo, 
pp.912,  913.) 

It  was  farther  claimed  that  tlie  ConiniisBiDn  could  not  receive  parol 
teetimony,  or  tlie  claimaut's  own  admissions  or  statameiita  under  oath, 
shoving  that  he  waa  not  a  citizeD  of  France,  after  his  birth  iu  France 
had  been  established ;  that  nothing  short  of  or  less  than  record  evidence 
of  such  uaturalization  coutd  be  admissible  before  the  Commission  to 
show  a  change  or  loss  of  citizenship.  It  was  also  claimed  that  mere 
parol  evidence,  or  the  mere  admissions  or  statements  under  oath  of  a 
claimant,  could  not  be  entertained  by  the  Commission  to  either  confer 
or  to  confiscate  citizenship  in  any  case  whatsoever.  It  was  claime<l, 
farther,  that  the  decree  of  France  must  be  treated  in  the  natnre  of  a 
penal  tide ;  that  a  judicial  fluiling  must  follow  under  every  penalty  of 
law  before  the  citizen  could  be  declared  to  full  under  the  forfeiture  of 
tbe  penalty,  and  that  no  question  could  be  raised  by  parol  testimony 
against  a  party  where  the  liability  to  penalty  in  any  case  bad  not 
been  judicially  ascertained.  It  was  said  that  France  had  not  yet  estab- 
linhed  any  method  of  ascertaining  what  portion  of  its  citizens  resident 
ia  tbe  United  States  had  fallen  tinder  the  decree,  or  what  particular 
political  rights  they  had  lost.  Aud  it  was  claimed  that  the  Commission 
coald  not  go  fnrther  into  these  premises  than  the  French  Government 
hadgone;  that  the  Commission  could  find  loss  of  citizenship  only  after 
tbe  proper  French  authorities,  in  a  direct  proceeding,  had  declared  the 
same;  that  fact  to  be  shown  only  by  the  record.  It  was  claimed  that 
it  was  for  the  French  Government  to  enforce  its  penal  enactments,  and 
when  that  government  did  not  choose  to  indict  penalty,  the  violation  of 
the  law  was  not  the  business  of  any  foreign  Goverument.  Slavehold- 
iog  was  made  a  criminal  offense  by  the  decree,  and  no  other  nation  than 
Prance  could  enforce  the  criminal  law. 

In  reply  the  counsel  for  tbe  United  States  said  that  he  made  no  claim 
that  the  commission  had  power  to  denationalize  Frenchmen,  but  that. 
under  the  treaty,  it  had  i>ower  to  inquire  whether  a  citizen  of  France 
bad  been  denationalized  by  the  act  of  the  Government  of  France,  or 
whether  he  had  denationalized  himself  by  any  act  of  his  own.  It  was 
contended  that  in  the  cases  at  bar  the  question  was  whether  tbe  chiim- 
auts  by  their  own  acts  iu  holding  slaves  in  violation  of  the  decrees  and 
laws  of  France  had  denationalized  themselves;  that  in  every  case  the 
Gretquestion  was  whether  the  Commission  had  jurisdiction  over  the  per- 
BOD  who  appeared  in  the  attitude  of  a  claimant.  It  was  claimed  further 
that  for  more  than  thirty  years  a  decree  had  been  iu  operation,  first  un- 
der the  Gepablic,  then  under  tbe  Empire,  and  again  under  the  Kepnblie, 
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by  wbicli  Prencb-boni  snbjecU*  holiliiiK  slavea  uiider  certaiD  drcnm- 
stances  were  declared  to  be  DO  longer  Freacb  citizens;  that  by  opera- 
tiou  of  law,  wbea  the  treaty  was  ratified,  all  tboae  peraoDS  were  exclmled 
from  citizenship  in  Fnmce,  and  their  claim  to  be  consider»l  Freuch 
citizens  was  no  better  than  it  would  have  been  if  a  formal  decree  bad 
been  made  in  a  competent  tribunal  denationalizing  themj  and  that  it 
was  therefore  to  be  assumed  that  the  French  Government,  when  the 
treaty  was  ratified,  had  in  mind  the  exemption  from  the  operatien  of 
the  treaty  of  all  such  persons. 

The  Commission,  by  judgment  of  two  of  its  members,  Baron  de  Aiinos 
and  M.  de  Qeofroy,  asserted  jurisdiction  in  all  these  cases,  and  made 
Awards  in  each.  Mr.  Oommissioner  AJdis  dissented,  and  in  the  caseof 
Pierre  Sougu^  u.  The  United  States,  No.  323,  filed  an  opinion,  which 
is  printed  in  the  Appendix  and  marked  "Exhibit  O." 

Francois  E.  Pabbbnin  v.  The  TTnitbd  States,  No.  62. 

The  claimant  in  this  case  said  in  his  testimony  (p.  17):  "When  I  came 
to  this  country  I  came  with  the  intention  of  remaining  permanently." 

Upon  that  statement  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  qnoted  article 
17  of  the  Code  of  France,  which  enumeratesthe  acts  by  which  a  French 
-citizen  may  lose  the  quality  of  citizenship,  and  especially  this:  "3°. 
Enfin  par  tout  ^tablissement  fait  en  pays  Stranger,  sans  esprit  de  re- 
tour."  It  was  admitted  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  there 
was  no  evidence  in  the  case  showing,  or  tending  to  show,  that  any  tri- 
bnnal  in  France  bad  passed  npon  the  fact  of  the  citizenship  of  Parreuin  in 
that  country,  and  be  claimed  that  it  was  for  the  Commission  to  decide 
that  question.  Contending  that  the  Commission  was  duly  anthorized 
to  decide  the  question  of  citizenship  in  the  pending  case,  he  submitted 
that  the  treaty-making  power  was  one  of  the  highest  powers  ever  exer- 
•cised  by  independent,  sovereign  governments,  and  that  by  and  within 
the  jurisdiction  granted  to  the  Commission  by  the  treaty  of  January  15, 
18S0,  it  had  all  the  legal  qnalitiea  of  investigation  and  deliberation  and 
final  judgment  that  could  be  granted  to  any  municipal  tribunal  either 
in  the  United  States  or  in  France.  And,  further,  that  inasmncfa  as  there 
was  noevidence  that  any  French  tribunal  had  passed  upon  the  queationof 
thecitizenshipof  Parrenin,  and  as  thedecisiou  of  that  question  was  vital  in 
the  pending  case,  it  was  necessary  for  the  Commission  to  decide  whether 
by  the  laws  of  France  and  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  or  by  the 
laws  of  either  country,  in  the  absence  of  statutes  in  the  other  affecting 
the  qaestion,  the  memorialist  was  a  citizen  of  France.  He  claimed, 
further,  that  it  was  not  necessary  for  the  Commission  to  inqnire  whether 
Parrenin  had  gained  citizenship  in  another  country.  That  as  a  matter 
of  law  or  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  not  true  that  every  person  is  a  dt- 
izen  or  subject  of  some  country  or  government.  The  doctrine  of  ex- 
patriation being  admitted  in  the  French  Code,  and  declared  by  the  laws 
of  the  United  States,  it  was  necessary  for  the  Commission  to  inqiiiie 
whether  the  memorialist  had,  by  his  own  acts,  such  as  aooeptiug  office 
under  a  foreign  Government,  buying,  holding,  or  selling  staves,  or  re- 
siding abroad  without  the  intention  of  returning  to  France,  deprived 
himself  of  citizenship  in  that  country. 

In  reply,  it  was  claimed  by  the  special  counsel  for  the  memorialist 
that  inasmuch  as  the  claimant  was  a  native-born  French  citizen,  and 
had  not  been  naturalized  in  or  made  a  citizen  of  any  other  country,  it 
followed  as  a  legal  conclusion  that  he  remained  a  citizen  of  France.  In 
snpport  of  this  position  he  asserted  it  as  a  "fact  aniversally  declared 
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aud  admitted  iu  the  writings  of  publicists  that  every  human  being 
must  have  a  Dationality,  a  society,  or  state,  or  goveroment  to  which  he 
Mongs."  "All  authorities,"  it  was  coiiteoded  by  the  special  counsel, 
'■on  public  law  declare  that  every  ])ersoii  must  have  a  country — a  ua- 
tiooality;  and,  further,  that  the  eouutry  or  goverumeut  of  origiu  re- 
nting to  each  person,  and  stamps  him  with  its  character  and  citizen- 
ship, until  by  some  wetl-deflned  public  aet  he  renounces  that  aational- 
jtv  and  takes  upon  himself  a  new  citizenship."  In  sujiport  of  this 
position  the  authority  of  Mr.  Webster  was  cibnl;  also  of  Attoroeys- 
Geoeral  Gushing,  Black,  and  Williams.  The  opinion  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  the  case  of  "  The  Charming  Betsey  {2  Crancb,  pp.  64-119}  and 
in  the  case  of  Almanstien  v.  Lynham  (U.  S.  Kep.,  Vol.  100,  p.  484)  were 
referred  to.  Decisions  of  courts  of  France  were  also  cited  to  the  efiVict 
ttat  it  is  to  be  presumed  that  all  Frenchmen  absent  from  the  country 
intend  to  return  to  France,  and  consequently,  that  nothing  but  the 
most  direct  and  undoubted  evidence  would  do  away  with  such  presnmp- 

tiOD. 

The  Commission  decided  nnauimously  to  allow  the  sum  of  tSOO  to 
the  claimant.  The  commissioner  for  the  Onited  States  placed  his  name 
to  a  note,  in  which  he  says : 

In  aiitnini!  tbis  ctectsion  I  waive  the  qaeatioD  whether  the  clalmsnt  had  eHtabliahed 
bimself  In  the  Uuited  States  without  intent  to  return  to  Fmnce,  ao  that  if  id  any  cHte 
berrafler  ihat  qiiBHtion  iihaald  arise  I  mtiat  reserve  mj  freedom  of  action  apon  tbe 

cjiiestion. 

In  the  case  of  Blise  Lebret  v.  The  Uuited  States,  No.  173,  the  com- 
mixaioner  for  France,  Mr,  de  Qeofroy,  assented  to  the  position  of  tbe 
mujority  of  the  Commission  that  she  was  nut  a  citizen  of  France,  but 
U|ion  tbe  ground  that  her  long  residence  in  the  United  States  jnetiBed 
tbe  legal  couclnstou  on  his  part  that  she  was  absent  from  France  with- 
out an  Intention  to  retnm. 

Joseph  Gamy  v.  The  United  States,  No.  656. 

It  was  averred  in  the  memorial  in  this  case  that  Gamy  was  a  citizeo 
of  France,  and  that  averment  w.as  sustained  by  the  proofs.  He  also  sec 
forth  in  bis  memorial  that  "on  the  12th  day  of  June,  1863,  he  sold  aud 
Msigned  his  claim  or  the  proceeds  of  the  said  cotton  to  the  firm  of 
Uothil  &  Faisans,  of  New  Orleans."  He  stated  also  that  he  was  ad- 
vised that  the>  assignment  was  null  and  void. 

Upon  this  statement  in  the  memorial  the  counsel  for  the  Unitod  States 
interposed  a  demurrer,  and  alleged  that  the  claimant  had  no  title  in  the 
claim  presented,  be  having  assigned  all  bis  right  and  interest  therein  to 
Duthil  &  Fasiaus  in  June,  1863. 

The  claim  was  for  41  bales  of  cotton,  valued  at  $16,500.  Tbe  as- 
«>imees,  Duthil  &  Faisans,  filed  a  claim  for  the  same  cotton. 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  claimant  that  prior  to  the 
treaty  the  claim  was  not  a  right,  or,  if  a  right,  it  did  not  belong  to  tbe 
ul-ufs  of  assignable  rights.  It  was  alleged  that  "  the  practical  test  of  a 
right  is  the  existence  of  a  remedy  to  enforce  it.  A  law  cannot  be  said  to 
eive  a  right  when  it  does  not  give  itn  appropriate  remedy."  The  cases 
tif  Ogden  V.  Saunders  {12  Wheaton,  259}  aud  Gunn  «.  Barry  (15  Wal- 
lave,  61U)  were  cited  in  support  of  this  position.  It  was  further  con- 
tended that  the  act  of  the  Oovemmeut  was  a  "tort,"  and  that  the  right, 
ifthere  had  been  one,  wonid  have  been  a  right  of  action  for  damages  for 
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a  tort,  and  that  the  assignmeutof  such  a  claim  was  Dot  pennitt«d  either 
at  law  or  by  the  rules  of  equity. 

Id  reply,  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  said  that,  except  for  the 
circumstance  that  some  of  the  assignees  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  the  Government  of  the  United  States  would  be  without  interest 
in  the  question  raised.  He  referred  to  his  argument  in  the  case  of  Bo- 
inau  V,  The  United  States,  Xo.  553,  and  to  the  decision  of  the  Gonimis- 
Bion  in  the  case  of  Wiltz,  administrator  of  Delrien.  In  the  latter  case. 
it  having  appeared  that  the  commissioners  were  of  the  opinion  that  a 
right  was  vested  in  the  person  injured  at  the  moment  of  the  injury,  it 
was  a  reasonable  legal  inference  that  the  right  became  at  that  instaut 
a  subject  of  assignment. 
In  this  case  the  CoDiniission  gave  an  opinion  as  follows : 

WAeaiNOTON,  April  21,  I8^J. 

This  cAse  hna  be«D  heard  upon  domiirTer  to  the  memorial. 

The  memorial  states  that  ihe  claimant  on  the  12th  Juue,  186:1,  "sold  aodanigDril 
hii  claim  ou  the  proceeds  of  the  cotton  to  the  firm  of  Dnthil  &  Faisans,  of  New  Or- 

Tho  coutiael  for  the  UnitLil  States  uluims  that  such  sale  and  asHignment  wu  legal. 
and  that  thereby  the  claimatit  ceased  to  have  anj  title  to  the  claim,  and  is  not,  then- 
fore,  entitled  to  pruseiit  il,  and  have  an  award. 

The  claimant  says  in  bin  mnmorial  that  he  is  advised  that  the  assignment  is  unll 
and  void.  He  tlot^s  not  claim  that  the  assignment  was  not  mode  according  to  thr 
agreement  of  the  parties  to  il,  or  that  it  is  mid  for  frand,  or  other  each  cansc,  lint 
only  that  it  is  not  legally  valid. 

In  No.  657,  Dnthil  &  Faisans  present  the  sAme  claim  as  asei)jueee  of  Cawy. 
It  is  plain  that  there  can  be  only  one  awanl  for  the  claim,     jf  Gamy  u  legally  enti- 
tled tn  it  Duthil  <&  Faiaanx  are  not;  if  they  ore  entitled  to  it  Camy  is  not. 
The  gfonnds  upon  which  the  counsel  for  Caniy  claim  the  right  to  recover  are  — 
lat.  That  the  claim  of  Camy  against  the  United  Btates  is  not  an  assignable  right ; 

•id.  That  by  the  statnte  of  the  United  States  all  sssignniBnte  of  such  claims,  before 
allowance,  are  pull  and  void. 

The  convention  nnder  vhich  we  act  is  silent  npim  the  igneation  whether  the  orig- 
inal claimant  may  not  assign  his  claim  to  another. 

The  commissions  heretotnre  established  by  treaty  between  the  United  States  and 
other  powers  for  the  settlement  of  such  claims  have  reoogniied  the  right  of  the  orig- 
inal claimant  to  transfer  his  claim  to  another.  The  rules  of  the  British  and  Amen- 
can,  the  Mexican,  and  the  Spanish  Commissions  recoznize  the  light  aad  require  Ihe 
transfer  to  be  set  forth  in  the  memorial.  The  rules  of  this  Commission  also  recognite 
the  right. 

Several  oases  of  awards  to  assignees  may  be  found  araouK  the  deeisioo*  of  the  Brit- 
ish and  American  Claims  CommissioD. 

We  thintc  the  claim  existed  and  vested  in  the  claimant  a  right  to  relief  and  com- 
peusation  when  the  acts  of  taking  the  colton  and  converting  it  to  thenseof  the 
United  States  were  committed.  True,  there  was  no  court  or  tribunal  to  which  Ihe 
claimant  could  present  his  claim  and  obtain  Judgmeot  and  compensation,  but  hie 
moral  right  existed,  and  the  establishment  of  this  triboiial  recognixed  it  end  gave 
him  a  legal  remedy  for  his  right  because  no  other  existed.  To  say  he  has  no  legal 
right  because  there  is  no  eAtablished  tribunal  to  give  him  a  remedy  is,  in  a  cettiiii 
narrow  and  technical  sense,  true.  But  we  think  international  coinmiasioDa  Ml«t>- 
lished  forthe  very  purpose  of  giving  a  remedy  wherv  uone  existed  before  stand  u|h)I1 
A  higher  principle,  viz,  that  rights  to  relief  and  compensation  do  exist;  that  tliry 
arose  at  the  time  the  acts  were  committed;  that  they  are  recognized  S8rigbla,sud 
that  interartioual  commissions  htk  created  because,  from  the  very  ualnre  of  niicharts 
and  the  claims  arising  from  them,  they  do  not  come  within  the  JuriadiotioD  of  inv 
other  tribunal. 

It  is  nrgnl  that  as  the  statute  of  the  United  States  makes  assignments  void,  tlist 
statute  must  operate  to  annul  the  assignment  of  Camy.  We  think  that  statute  dnrn 
not  apply  to  the  rights  and  claims  of  foreigners  whose  rights  cannot  come  before  sd.v 
Amencan  tribunal  for  decision.  That  statute  wae  made  to  prevent  ftaiide  uiwn  Ibe 
Treasury.  It  cuanot  fairly  be  ext«uded  to  afiect  the  claims  of  foreigners  eoming  lir- 
for«  an  international  commission. 

We  bold,  therefore,  that  the  demurrer  is  sustained,  and  the  claim  must  tie  diwl- 
lowcd  because  tbe  claimant  has  no  title  to  the  claim  or  its  proceeds. 
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Hbnry  Euty  r.  The  United  States,  No.  369. 

lu  this  case  it  was  alleged  and  proved  that  the  claimant  was  a  citizea 
iifFrauce;  but  it  appeared  also  tbat  be  had  become  a  Yoluotary  bank- 
rupt under  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  It  was  claimed  by  the  couu- 
Htl  for  the  Uaited  States  that  the  decision  in  the  case  of  Oamy  vaa 
applicable  to  the  case  of  Riity. 

The  records  of  the  baukmptcy  court  showed  tbat  the  claiiu  against 
[he  United  States  w;is  not  entered  upon  the  schedule  of  assets ;  and  it 
vas  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  memorialist  that,  iuasmuch  as  it 
was  not  so  euterwl,  the  title  did  not  paaa  from  Kuty  to  the  assignee, 
l)Ut  remained  in  Buty. 

Uu  the  part  of  the  Uuite<l  States  it  ia  conteuded  Ibat  by  the  act  of 
aseigament  the  title  to  all  the  property  of  the  memorialist  passed  from 
the  bankmpt  to  the  assignee  by  virtue  of  the  statute  of  the  United 
States  (14  Stat,  at  Large,  p.  523),  and  that  it  was  immaterial  to  inquire 
whether  the  bankrupt  included  the  item  upon  his  schedule  or  omitted 
to  notice  it. 

The  claim  was  disallowed  by  the  concurring  vote  of  Baron  de  Arinos 
and  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis.  The  question  of  jurisdiction  did  not  arise 
ID  this  case,  and  it  is  reasonable  to  assame  that  the  commissioners  who 
signed  the  award  of  disallowance  were  of  opinion  that  the  assignment 
in  bankruptcy  passed  the  title  from  the  bankrupt  to  the  assignee. 

Henei  Dhbos  v.  The  United  States. 

The  memorialist  claimed  the  sam  of  $25,000  as  compeosatioD  for  bis 
arrest  at  New  Orleans  the  6th  day  of  September,  1862,  by  order  of 
3lajor-General  Butler,  and  his  confinement  in  the  custom-bouse  and  at 
Sl^ip  Island  until  the  24th  day  of  December  of  that  year. 

The  testimony  showed  that  Dubos  was  a  writer  for  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished at  New  Orleans,  called  the  Compilateur.  Dubos  was  a  resident 
of  New  Orleans  when  the  city  was  captured  by  the  forces  of  the  United 
States.  The  first  day  of  May,  1862,  General  Bntler,  as  commander-iu- 
i^hief,  proclaimed  martial  law  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans.  In  tbat  proc- 
lamation was  this  inhibition : 

So  publiratlon,  either  by  newspaper,  pamphlet,  or  haaii-biH,  giviuj;  accoiiDti  of 
1  he  move  men  ts  of  Boldiern  of  the  Um'ted  States  wiUiiu  Ibis  i1ei>artmeiit,  reflecting  iu 
•r  tending  in  any  way  Co  influence  the 
tuil  States,  will  be  permitted. 

It  was  apparent  that  the  articles  written  by  Dnbos,  and  signed  by 
him  and  published  in  the  "  Compilateur,"  were  a  violation  of  the  procla- 
mation iu  the  particular  cit^d,  and,  although  this  point  was  contested  by 
the  connael  for  the  memorialist,  the  majority  of  the  Commission  in  their 
Snilings  accept  the  fact  as  established. 

Id  the  proclamation  of  General  Butler  was  this  declaration: 


It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  memorialist' that  this  was  a 
Cnamntee  by  General  Bntler  that  he  would  not  enforce  martial  law 
a^inat  the  class  of  citizens  described,  of  which  Dubos  was  one. 

I*,  appeared  also  from  the  testimony  that  the  morning  after  the  proc- 
laniatioQ   was  issued  General  Butler  appointed  Major  Belt  provosC- 
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JQdge,  and  Colonel  French  provost-mnrsfaal.  Thereupon  Colonel  French 
notified  the  pnblic  that  he  assamed  the  position  for  the  purpose  of  car- 
rying out  sach  of  the  provisions  of  the  proclamation  as  were  not  left  to 
the  municipal  action,  and  be  called  attention  particularly  to  the  probi 
bition  against  publications  in  newspapers  of  notices  and  resolntlous  in 
commendation  of  the  enemies  of  the  United  States.  The  record  showed 
that  Oenei'rtl  Bntler  assumed  personal  jurisdiction  of  the  case  of  DuboH, 
and  that  upon  his  order  be  was  first  confined  in  the  castom-hoase  at 
New  Orleans  and  afterwards  sent  to  Ship  Island. 

The  majority  of  the  commission,  Baron  de  Arinos  and  M.  de  Geoiroy. 
gave  judgment  for  the  claimant  in  the  sum  of  $800. 

The  commissioner  for  the  United  States  filed  a  diaaeoting  opinion, 
and  in  that  opiniou  he  stated  that  upon  consultation  with  his  colleagues 
he  found  that  they  concurred  with  him  in  these  propositions: 

lit.  That  General  Batler  hnd  anthorlt;  ta  declare  martial  law  la  New  Orleans,  (Dd 
that  hb  prooUmntion  of  martial  law  was  both  aiithoriz«<l  and  Jnatittable; 

9d.  That  it  applied  to  alif  na  in  New  Orleans,  and  that  they  were  bonod  to  obf  v  its 
re^tationii  Iho  same  aa  other  inbabitanta  of  the  city. 

'M.  That  Diiboa,  in  publishing  the  article*  com  pi  ai.ied  of,  exposed  himaelftoairviil 
by  the  military  authorities. 

4tli.  That  liia  nrreat  wan  therefore  iu  the  first  inalauce  jnatlflable. 

But  he  adds  that  his  colleagnes  held — 

That  Diibos  HhoiiM  have  been  tried  by  a  military  coruuiiBsion  for  the  offences  cbarei<l 
agaiDSt  hiiu ;  that  Otnpral  Butler  did  not  establish  an  arbitrary  Governmeat,  liiil 
aeitled  and  recoguized  certain  rcatrtctioiia  to  bis  own  authority,  and  aunouncei)  the 
principles  and  rulea  of  bia  administration,  and  that  the  instrnctioos  for  the  goTcni- 
inent  of  the  armies  of  the  Uuit»Kl  States  in  the  field  required  that  "  wbensTer  traM- 
ble  martial  law  should  b«  carried  out  in  cases  of  individual  offenders  by  military 

It  appears  from  this  statement  that  the  award  was  not  based  upou 
the  absence  of  authority  in  the  commanding  general  to  proclaim  martial 
law,  nor  in  tbe  fact  that  his  reqnirements  were  not  reasonable,  nor  in 
the  fact  that  Dubos  was  not  guilty  of  a  violation  of  the  rules  so  estab- 
lished, but  that  the  imposition  of  tbe  penalty  by  the  act  of  the  com- 
manding general  was  a  violation  of  the  proclamation,  and  also  of  the 
rules  and  articles  of  war. 

The  histoiy  of  the  case  is  presented  in  detail  in  the  opinion  of  Com- 
misBione]*  Aldis,  which  may  be  fouud  in  the  appendix,  marked  Ex- 
hibit H. 

Jules  Le  More  v.  The  United  States,  No.  694. 

A,  C.   Lb  Mobb  v.  The  United  States,  No,  698. 

AtheuaU  Chretien  Le  More  was  the  widow  of  Alftvd  Charles  Le 
More,  and  presented  tbe  claim  as  administratrix  of  his  estate.  Alfred 
Le  More  and  Jules  Le  More  were  members  of  the  firm  of  Edward 
Gautherin  &  Co.,  which  consisted  of  Edward  Gautherio  and  Alfred 
and  Jules  Le  More.  This  firm,  as  it  appears  trom  the  record,  was  en- 
gaged in  business  at  Kew  Orleans  for  a  time  previous  to  the  commence- 
ment of  the  civil  war  and  until  the  city  was  taken  by  the  foroesof 
the  United  States  iu  April,  186a.  At  the  time  of  the  capture  of  the 
city  this  firm  bad  a  contract,  not  then  completed,  with  the  Confederate 
authorities  for  the  delivery  to  the  Confederate  Government  of  a  larjte 
quantity  of  gray  military  cloth.  While  the  members  of  this  firm,  with 
the  exception  of  Gautherin,  were  resident  at  New  Orleans,  they,  in  tlte 
month  of  June,  1862,  through  their  agent,  delivered  to  tiie  Confederate 
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anthorities  at  Matamoros.  in  Mexico,  about  609  bales  of  gray  military 
clotb,  tneasariug  ]t)8,368S  yards,  and  all  of  the  valae  of  $405,i83M. 
Payraent  was  not  made  at  Matamoros,  but  a  receipt  was  given  by  an 
olbcer  of  the  Confederate  army.  Previous  to  the  delivery  of  the  cloth 
a  deposit  had  been  made  by  the  Gontederate  authorities,  first  with  the 
Freuch  coasul  at  New  Orleans,  and,  subsequeutly,  with  the  Bank  of 
Sew  Orleaoa,  of  9405,000.  Upon  the  presentation  of  the  receipt  for 
cloth  given  at  Matamoros  this  sum  of  $405,000  was  paid  to  Oantherin 
&  Co.,  the  Le  Morea  being  then  the  resident  members  and  managers  of 
the  firm.  Upon  the  discovery  of  this  tran8»ction  by  General  Butler, 
Alfred  and  Jules  Le  More  were  arrested  aud  brongbt  before  him.  Af- 
ter an  examination  made  by  Gent-ral  Butler,  Alfred  Le  More  was  sent 
ti>  Fort  Pickens,  where  he  was  confined  from  the  15th  of  November  to 
the  l!6tb  of  the  same  month,  and  subjected  to  the  further  penalty  oT 
wearing  a  32-ponnd  cannon  ball  and  6  feet  of  iron  chain.  From  No- 
vember 28  to  December  20  he  was  imprisoned  with  others  in  the  New 
Orleans  custom-house.  Jules  Le  More  was  also  examined  by  Geueral 
Butler,  aud  by  his  order  was  sent  to  Fort  Jackson,  where  be  was  con- 
fined without  other  penalty,  and  was  then  brought  to  New  Orleans, 
vbere  he  was  kept  at  the  castom-honse  with  his  brother  and  other 
prisoners. 
It  was  contended  on  behalf  of  claimants — 

1.  That  on  the  14th  of  April,  180:2,  when  the  city  of  New  Orleans  was 
Blill  under  the  control  of  the  so  called  Confederate  authorities,  $403,000 
were  held  iu  escrow  by  the  French  consul 

2.  That  the  following  day  the  agent  of  Gautherin  &  Co.  left  New  Or- 
leans to  deliver  the  goods  to  Confederate  authorities. 

3.  That  after  the  capture  of  New  Orleans  by  Admiral  Farragut,  and 
the  raising  of  the  blockade,  the  city  remained  surroanded  on  the  land 
Hide  by  the  lines  of  Federal  forces,  and  that  Gautherin  &  Co.  were  unable 
to  cominunicdtti  with  their  agent  who  left  New  Orleans  on  or  about  the 
14tb  of  April. 

4.  That  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  the  transaction  was 
complete  on  the  14th  of  April.    (See  contract  of  sale,  chap.  4,  art.  2431.). 

It  was  contended  further  on  behalf  of  claimants  that  the  duties  of  the 
alien,  who  was  neutral,  were  determined  by  international  law  and  not  by 
the  municipal  law  of  the  United  States,  and  that  the  Le  Mores  had  never 
violated  their  duties  as  neutrals. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  by  the  execution 
of  the  contract  to  deliver  to  the  Confederate  authorities  the  quantity  of 
^ray  military  cloth  named,  the  Le  Mores  had  voluntarily  given  aid  and 
comfort  to  the  enemies  of  the  United  States  during  the  timespeci&ed  in  the 
flrst  article  of  the  treaty,  and  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  that  article, 
and  that  consequently  the  Commission  had  not  Jurisdiction  of  the  per- 
sons nor  of  the  causes. 

The  majority  of  the  Commission — Baron  de  Arinos  and  M.  de  Geof- 
roy — held  that  the  Le  Mores,  by  the  delivery  of  the  cloth,  were  not 
guilty  of  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemies  of  the  United  States,, 
but  the  grounds  for  the  opinion  were  not  stated. 

In  the  case  of  Alfred  Le  More  the  m^ority  of  the  Coramissiou  say : 

Thin  ia*  case  of  aniwaal  and  arbitrary  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  general  comniaDd- 
iDg  at  New  OrlesDB. 

He  had  □<)  rif^hl  to  inflict  Dnniabment  on  tbe  clsituant,  liot  only  to  detaiD  bim  in 
custody  fur  trial.  The  punlshmeDt  of  aotitary  imprisonment  at  hard  labor  with  t>all 
""'■'"  "  '         '  ' '    ""        le  WB  allow  the- 
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In  the  case  of  Jules  Le  More  au  award  of  $4,000  without  interest  was 
made. 

A  dissentiog  opinion  was  given  by  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis,  in  which 
he  says : 

1.  The  evidenue  that  is  not  in  dispate  shoira,  In  my  opinion,  that  tbeclaimanlagaif 
•id  and  comfort  to  the  cuemieR  of  the  United  StatitB. 

jL  Notwitbstaudin);  the  coiiHictinft  deciatouHof  the  ooiirta,  and  the  more  conflictiuK 
opinJonH  of  the  writers  ii|>oti  intitmational  law,  I  think  that  the  ((ray  cloth  fnTninhnl 
liy  the  claimants  shaiild  upon  principle  be  held  U>  bi' contraband  of  war.  It  wu  fur- 
nished voluntarily  npon  express  coTitract  with  the  Government  of  the  Confedfrup 
Slat«B  foT'  the  use  of  the  army.  Its  destination  was  for  some  port  of  the  Confedrrar; 
nearest  to  Kichniond,  if  possible.  It  was  called  In  thecorrespoadenoe  "aruiyinpptim," 
It  was  a  direct  and  necessary  aid  for  carrying  on  the  war.  These  are  the  elvniinlt 
wbich  upon  principle  constitute  contraband  goods. 

Tbe  doctrine  and  policy  ol  nations  as  to  what  is  and  what  is  Dot  contraband  ad- 
vance and  recede  according  to  their  necessities  as  belligerents  or  their  int«re>ta  as 
Dentrals;  but  the  doctrines  of  international  law  mast  stand  npon  principle  to  com- 
mand the  aetent  and  respect  of  mankind. 

Augusta  db  Bbbiam  v.  Tkb  United  States,  No.  557. 

This  claim  was  made  by  the  daughter  of  one  Lonis  (ie  Bebi»n,  a  French 
citizen,  who  was  lost  at  sea  in  tbe  month  of  April,  1865.  It  was  alle^ 
in  the  memorial  that  at  tbe  outbreak  of  the  war  the  father  was  a  resideut 
of  Wilmington,  in  the  State  of  North  (Jarolina,  and  in  employment  of  a 
mercantile  bouse  doing  buBiuess  nuder  the  style  of  "  O.  G.  Parsley  & 
Co."  The  said  de  Bebian  left  Wilmington  the  6th  day  of  Angnst,  LJ^l, 
as  a  passenger  on  board  an  English  schooner  called  the  Adelso,  and  ao 
agent  of  the  honse  of  O.  O.  Parsley  &  Co.  When  seven  days  out  of  tbe 
port  of  Wilmington  the  Adelso  was  driven  by  stress  of  weather  into 
the  harbor  of  Newport,  B.  I.,  where  she  was  boarded  by  a  lientennnt 
from  the  revenue-cutter  the  Henrietta.  Tbe  papers  of  the  Adelso 
were  examined,  and  especially  the  papers  of  de  Bebian.  Among  thf 
papers  of  de  Bebian  were  a  letter  of  credit  and  instructions  from  Pars- 
ley &  Co.  to  purchase  in  Liverpool  five  to  ten  thousand  army  blankets, 
a  thousand  bags  of  coffee,  nuinerous  articles  of  clothing,  and  a  quan- 
tity of  iron  of  various  sizes,  all  to  be  shipped  in  a  French  or  British 
vessel  destined  to  Wilmington,  N  C.  There  was  found,  also,  among 
the  effects  of  de  Bebian,  a  set  of  signals  for  the  use  of  the  ves- 
sel that  should  take  the  'etnrn  cargo,  and  to  be  answered  from  the 
shore,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  return  vessel  to  make  the  river 
and  the  harbor  of  Wilmington.  Upon  the  disclosure  of  these  facts  de 
Bebian  was  arrested  and  imprisoned  in  Fort  La  Fayette,  where  he  was 
detained  from  the  20th  of  Angust  to  tbe  16th  of  September,  when  he 
was  released  on  parole.  The  4tb  day  of  October  following,  Mr.  Sew- 
ard, then  Secretary  of  StRte,  wrote  to  the  French  minister  that  he  had 
ordered  de  Bebian^s  release  on  condition  that  he  would  not  retarn 
to  the  Confederate  States.  All  of  de  Bebiau's  papers,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  letter  of  credit,  which  had  been  lost,  were  returned  to  him. 

The  grounds  of  the  claim  were  set  forth  in  the  memorial  under  five 
beads;  (1)  the  arrest;  (2)  bad  treatment^  (3)  loss  of  the  letter  of  credit 
and  the  consequences  thereof;  (4)  the  expense  incurred  in  attempting 
to  recover  possession  of  the  letter  of  credit  and  to  obtain  justice;  (5) 
imprisonment,  and  the  loss  consequent  tberen[>oo. 

The  counsel  for  the  claimant  urged  in  support  of  tbe  claim  that  the 
arrest  and  detention  of  de  Bebian  were  arbitrary  and  without  irwxl 
«anse,  be  being  a  French  subject  traveling  on  an  English  vessel,  ami 
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going  to  Europe  for  a  lefntimate  and  Rommercial  parpose.  In  explana- 
tion of  the  order  of  l^arsley  &  Co.,  directing  him  to  purchase  soldiere* 
blanketa  and  iron,  it  was  eaid  that  the  goods  were  to  be  disposed  of  in 
the  regolar  coarse  of  busindsa,  and  that  they  were  in  no  manner  to  be 
considered  aa  contraband  of  war.  In  support  of  this  last  position  refer- 
ence was  made  to  the  treaty  of  Versailles  of  1 7SS,  article  33 ;  the  treaty 
hetween  the  United  States  and  France  of  1774 ;  the  treaty  between  the 
United  States  and  Holland  of  1782  ^  the  treaty  between  the  United 
Stattis  and  Sweden  of  1783,  and  the  treaty  t>etween  the  United  States 
and  Spain  of  1795,  in  all  of  which  it  is  declared  in  subatancu  th»t  v^ri- 
ODH  articles  of  merchandise  shall  not  be  reckoned  as  contraband  or  pro- 
hibited goods,  and  among  the  articles  excepted  are  "  all  sorts  of  cloth 
and  all  other  maunf»utares  woven  of  wool,  flax,  silk,  cotton,  or  any 
other  materials  whatever."  It  was  claimed  also  in  behalf  of  the  memo- 
rialist that  there  was  no  effective  blockade  of  tbe  port  of  Wilmington 
the  6th  day  of  August,  1861. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  that 
de  Bebian  had  no  interest  in  the  letter  of  credit,  as  that  was  exclusively 
Id  his  principals  and  not  in  himself  as  agent,  and  that  the  third  and 
toiuth  items  of  the  claim  were  therefore  excluded  from  consideration. 
It  was  also  contended  that  as  the  first,  second,  and  fifth  items  of  the 
specification  were  for  damages  for  illegal  treatment  sastained  by  de 
Bebian  in  his  own  person,  no  recovery  could  be  made  by  his  beir-at-law. 
As  to  the  case  as  a  whole,  it  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the 
Uaited  States  that  if  de  Bebian  were  alive  and  before  the  Commission 
u  a  memorialist  the  claim  must  be  rejected.  The  position  of  the  Uaited 
States  was  presented  thus :  By  the  proclamation  of  the  President  of 
the  UnitAd  States,  dated  April  27,  18CI,  and  for  the  reasons  set  forth 
therein,  a  blockade  was  declared  of  all  the  ports  of  the  States  of  Vir- 
ginia and  North  Carolina,  including  the  (K>rt  of  Wilmington,  in  the  last- 
named  State.  The  Adelso  sailed  from  Wilmington  the  6th  day  of  Aa- 
gost,  1861,  loaded  with  a  full  cargo  of  turpentine  and  rosin,  taken 
on  board  after  the  blockade  was  declared.  De  Bebian  and  his  prin- 
cipals bad  knowledge  of  the  fact  that  the  entire  coast  of  the  State 
of  North  Carolina  was  ander  blockade.  This  is  disclosed  io  the 
record  in  many  places,  and  it  is  established  beyond  controversy  in 
the  circumstance  that  de  Bebian  "had  among  his  papers  wbeu  he  was 
arrested  at  Newport  a  set  of  signals  for  tbe  use  of  the  vessel  that 
should  take  tbe  retnrn  cargo  and  to  be  answered  from  the  shore,  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  the  return  vessel  to  make  the  river  and  the 
harbor  of  Wilmington  and  avoid  seizure.  This  fact  is  important  as 
establishing  beyond  controversy  a  knowledge  of  the  state  of  blockade, 
and  also  that  the  blockade  was  effectual.  It  also  fastens  upon  de  Bebian 
the  responsibility  of  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemy  of  the  United 
Slates  daring  the  time  Hpecifled,  and  to  which  the  inhibition  applies  in 
the  first  article  of  the  treaty.  The  escape  of  the  vessel  was  a  violation 
of  tbe  blockade,  and  de  Bebian  in  his  capacity  as  agent  of  the  house  of 
Parsley  &  Co.,  and  in  his  character  as  purchaser  of  goods  to  be  used  for 
the  support  ot  the  army  of  the  Confederate  States,  was  an  active  party 
to  tbe  violation  of  the  blockade.  The  role  of  law  as  laid  down  by  Sir 
William  Scott  is  this :  That  when  there  is  an  actual  blockade,  and  when 
tbe  party  charged  with  violating  the  blockade  bad  knowledge  of  its 
existence,  it  ia  an  act  in  violation  of  the  blockade  to  go  in  or  come  oat 
vitha  cargo  laden  after  the  oommencement  of  the  blockade.  (Lawrence's 
"  Wheaton's  Elements  of  International  Law,"  p.  577.)  The  convention 
H.  Ex.  235 7 
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of  1801  between  Great  Britain  atid  Russia  contains  this  declaiadon, 


"That  in  order  to  determine  what  characterizes  a  blockaded  port,  that 
denominatiOD  ia  given  only  wli«;re  there  is,  by  the  disposition  of  ttie 
power  which  attacks  it  with  ships  stationary,  or  sufficiently  near,  aa 
evident  danger  in  entering."    (See  same,  note.) 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  does  not  anticipate  that  the  coun- 
sel for  the  claimant  or  for  the  fU'pnblic  of  France  will  attempt  to  main- 
tain the  position  that  the  blockade  declared  April  27,  1861,  was  not 
eft'ective  in  the  month  of  August  of  that  year,  bnt  any  such  averment 
must  fail  in  presence  of  the  lact  alleged,  and  admitted  by  de  Bebiuu, 
that  he  had  in  his  possession  and  for  use  the  system  of  siirnals  re- 
ferred to.  The  rule  ot  law  in  regani  to  blockaee  is  fatal  to  the  claim 
for  compensation  for  loss  of  property.  A  vessel  which  has  ntu  the 
blockade  is  liable  to  seiznre  and  confiscation  if  arrested  at  any  point 
between  the  )>lace  of  deimrture  and  the  port  of  final  dfstinatioD. 
The  same  rule  applies  to  the  cargo,  subject  only  to  the  condition  that 
the  owners  of  the  articles  shipped  were  at  the  time  of  the  shipment 
apprised  <>l  the  existence  of  the  blockade.  (See  Phillimore  on  luter- 
uational  Law,  vol.  3,  par.  4(>«.) 

In  the  ca«e  at  bar,  Pai-sley  &  Co.  and  de  Bebian  had  knowledge  of 
the  blocknde,  and  it  follows,  therefore,  as  a  coDsequence,  that  whatever 
interestde  Bebian  had  in  theletterof  credit,  or  in  any  other  property  for 
which  he  might  otherwise  claim  compeusution,  he  is  barred  by  the  factof 
knowledge  of  the  blockade,  and  his  property  is  subject,  therefore,  to  all 
the  legal  consequences  of  liis  act. 

The  defense  of  the  Government  against  the  claim  is,  first,  that  what- 
ever rights  of  property  de  Bebian  had  were  coutlscated  by  the  rules  of 
public  law  in  regard  to  the  violation  of  a  legally-entablished  blockade; 
secondly,  that  the  claim  on  account  of  personal  injuries  does  not  snr- 
vive  to  the  heirs-at-law  of  the  deceased ;  and,  third,  that  de  Bebian  in 
running  the  blockade,  and  in  the  transmission  of  uorrespondeuce  Id 
violation  uf  the  non<  intercourse  act,  gave  aid  and  comfort  to  the  ene- 
mies of  the  United  States.  As  a  consequence,  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  Commission,  ander  article  1  of  the  treaty,  to  decline  to  take  jnris- 
diction  of  the  case,  even  if  de  Bebian  were  now  alive,  and  in  the  pres- 
ence of  the  Commission  as  the  memoralist. 

The  Commission,  by  the  concurrence  of  Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr. 
Commissioner  Aldis,  disalloweil  the  claim ;  but  the  gronnd  or  teasoD 
for  the  disallowance  is  not  stated. 

Chablbs  Hbidsiece  v.  The  United  States,  "So.  691. 

The  memorialist  in  this  case  was  a  manufacturer  of  one  brand  of 
Heidsieck  champagne  wines,  his  business  being  at  Rheims,  in  France. 
Previous  to  the  war  he  had  made  salea  in  the  United  States,  and  it  ap- 
peared that  he  had  claims  upon  jwrsons  in  this  country  for  considerable 
sums  of  money. 

Heidsieck  was  arrested  at  New  (Orleans  the  29th  of  July,  1862,  by  vi^ 
tue  of  an  order  issned  by  General  Butler.  He  was  detained  inthecity 
of  Uew  Orleans  until  the  5th  of  August,  when  he  was  imprisoned  at 
Port  Jackson,  where  he  remained  until  the  29th  day  of  the  same  montli, 
wheu  he  wa«  tranaferre<l  to  Fort  Pickens.  He  was  finally  released  the 
.Jih  of  November,  having  been  in  duress  or  in  prison  110  days  in  all. 
For  this  imprisouuicut  he  claimed  the  sum  of  $225,000. 

He  furtlier  alleged  that  he  was  damaged  in  reputAtion  in  Franee,aiid 
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that  he  became  a  bankrupt;  and  for  tbese  injuries  be  claimed  tbe  aum 
0(1115,000  iu  addition. 

He  alleged  also  tbat  he  was  tbe  owner  of  107  bales  of  cotton,  of  tbe 
Taloe  of  13,190,  of  wLicb  he  bad  been  disseized  by  tbe  militai;  forces 
of  tbe  United  States. 

Heidaieck  came  to  tbia  country  in  the  month  of  Apri),  1861,  for  the 
pnri>ose,  as  was  alleged,  of  protecting  Liis  interests  in  the  North  and  in 
tb«  South.  He  passed  from  New  York  City  through  Schenectady,  S".  Y., 
and  Loaittville,  Ky.,  and  proceeded  to  New  Orleans,  where  he  arrired 
in  tlie  month  of  June.  After  the  capture  of  New  Orleans  there  were 
fiiniilies  in  that  city  who  were  without  tbe  means  of  subsistence,  and 
Q[iou  hiformation  received  by  General  Butler  tbat  there  was  at  Mobile 
1  stock  of  flour  purvhased  by  the  city  of  New  Orleans  for  the  subsist- 
ence of  its  citizens,  he  ordered  an  arrangement  to  be  made  by  which  a 
fiteamboat  was  einploye<l  to  transport  the  flour  from  Mobile  to  New 
Urlraris,  and  Kafe  couduct  was  given  to  it  and  to  the  persons  employed 
in  its  Herrice.  The  testimony  showed  that  in  the  month  of  June,  1862, 
and  after  tbe  capture  of  New  Orleans,  Ueidsieck  left  that  city  and 
esUblisbed  himself  in  Mobile-  Tliere  was  no  evidence  tbat  he  had  an- 
tbority  to  leave  New  Orleans.  Upon  the  OBtabliahment  of  communica- 
tion between  Mobile  and  New  Orleans  for  the  purpose  sjiecifted,  Heid- 
Heuli  obtained  or  assumed  the  position  of  bar  tender  npou  one  of  the 
txwts,  and  he  was  enrolled  amon^  the  employes.  In  that  capacity  he 
passed  from  Mobile  to  New  Orleans  ou  three  or  four  separate  trips,  each 
occnpying  about  seven  days'  time.  It  was  proved,  and  admitted  also 
by  Ueidsieck,  that  be  conveyed  letters  between  New  Orleans  and  Mo- 
bile. Upon  the  discovery  of  the  fact  Heidsieck  was  arrested  and  im- 
priwiied  as  stuted.  Wben  Jie  bad  been  detained  forty-eight  or  flfty 
dajs  tbe  proposition  was  made  to  him  by  General  Butler  that  he  could 
obuin  bis  release  upon  the  condition  that  he  should  return  to  Europe 
by  the  flrst  vessel  that  sailed.    Thia  proposition  Heidsieck  rejected. 

It  was  contended  by  tbe  counsel  fur  tbe  United  States  that  Heidsieck 
was  properly  arrested  as  a  spy,  and  that  the  punishment  imposed  upon 
him  was  a  very  moderate  one  when  tbe  nature  of  the  offense  committed 
by  biiu  was  considered. 

It  was  claimed  by  Heidsieck  that  he  had  no  intention  to  convey  in- 
formation that  conid  aSect  the  interests  of  tbe  belligerents,  and  that  the 
letters  which  he  brought  were,  for  the  most  part,  addressed  to  the  Ii'rench 
colteal  at  New  Orleans. 

The  claim  of  Heidsieck  was  disallowed  by  the  act  of  a  majority  of  the 
l^nmission,  consisting  of  Baron  de  Arinosand  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis. 
Mr.  Lefaivre  dissented. 

Upon  tbe  rehearing,  afteg:  motion,  the  majority  of  the  Commission 
rendered  an  opinion  in  these  words : 

Washington,  MaraKSR.  1884. 

Tbig  easB  has  beuii  folly  conaiilered  on  the  reheatiiis.  As  oar  respected  culleagDe, 
the  cuiDiDixsioner  on  the  port  of  the  Freuch  Ke|iiiblic.  differs  fruiu  as,  sad  bos  ex- 
pmoed  s  dissent  inf;  opiiiinu,  we  deem  it  proper  to  lirieSy  stiile  oui  views,  tbuu)ih  the 
qiieation  is  purely  a  mientinii  offset  reatin);  upon  the  evidence. 

Mr.  Ueiilsieck,  in  the  siinimer  uf  1>^,  was  a  letKling  wine  niercliaiit  of  Rbeims, 
FrsDcH.  the  heait  of  his  tioiiMi.  slid  doin^  s  ]nrgo  business  in  the  Hsle  of  chuiii|>a)(ue 
wiuv  botbiii  Enrope  and  America.  He  was  about  forty  yeais  old,  and  bod  a  wile  and 
tbildrrD.  He  had  an  asenoy  for  tbe  sale  of  bis  wilies  in  New  Orleano,  and  in  luost  of 
ihL'uilier  cities  (if  tbe  Uuiteil  States. 

lu  Jane,  1H62,  (ient- ral  Butler  made  an  Brrani;on<eiit  with  tbe  Confeilerate  aitthori- 
lics  at  Unliile,  b;  which  u  nlfSnilHiHt  nmler  a  Oag  of  truce  could  pass  from  MiiUile  to 
hrit  OrlesuB  and  back,  carrying  Uuiir  to  New  Orleans,  and  returnin)^  with  salt  to 
Muhilc.    But,  as  it  was  nil  important  there  should  be  no  correspondeuce  beCweeu  th«  , 
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Confederate  oitizeus  of  New  OrleaoB  and  those  iiulaide,  it  v/an  mode  a  part  of  th» 
arraDgeineiit  tliat  do  passengers  slionld  be  allowed  on  tbe  boat,  and  all  letters  shauld 
be  carried  openl;,  be  subniH.ted  to  Captain  Tburntoii  for  bis  inspection,  and  in  th« 
care  and  cusrorlv  of  Mr.  Qreenwood,  both  of  whiiio  were  Federal  officers,  aod  anhject 
to  tbe  order  of  General  Butler.  Tbis  cantion  was  ui-cessary  to  prevent  all  conimani- 
oations  between  tbt  disaffected  Confederate  citieKDs  m  New  Orleans  and  the  anuics 
OD  tbe  uiitside,  whoivere  planoine  tlie  recaptnre  of  tlio  city. 

In  June,  1862,  Mr.  Heiilsieek  toiA  tbe  position  of  bur-keeper  on  this  steamboat,  and 
between  that  date  and  tbe  3ytb  Jnly  be  niade  fonr  trips  from  Mobile  to  New  Orleans 

That  a  gentleman  like  Mr.  Heidsieck  should  take  such  a  position  as  that — so  bnm- 
bleand  so  ranch  bt^neath  him— and  should  continue  in  it  for  four  consecutive  voyages, 
certainly  hsema  siirpriBJug. 

He  gives  theni,  firat  (p.  33),  "To  obtain  news,  if  juisaible.  from  tbe  French  consnl- 
ate,  of  my  affairs  and  uf  my  family."  It  does  not  seem  a  wise  or  a  fair  oonrse  t«  as- 
sume the  postof  bar-ki-eper  to  (jet  ancb  information.  It  wonid  occur  to  anyone  that 
a  ft'ank  and  open  letter  t«  the  Frrnch  consul,  to  be  read  by  General  Butler  would  b« 
a  better  way,  and  be  open  to  no  objections.  But  even  if  this  be  an  eicnae  for  so  going 
tmet,  still  it  cannot  be  considered  as  an  excuse  fur  going  four  times,  especially  as  he 
ascertained  the  first  time  that  there  was  nothing  fi>r  liim  at  the  consulate. 

It  is  further  to  be  cousidored  that  he  had  direcleil  bis  agents  in  New  Vork  not  to 
■end  on  his  tetters  uni.il  they  knew  where  he  wan ;  that  they  did  not  know,  and  that 
he  bad  really  no  itaaon  to  i-xpeot  letters  at  New  Orli'ans. 

His  second  i-euson  was  that  he  agreed  with  the  captain  of  the  boat  th»t  he  would 
•ell  the  liquors  in  tbe  bar  for  the  benefit  nf  the  boat  (the  boat  to  furnish  them),  but 
tbe  wines  for  his  own  benefit  (he  furnishing  his  own  wines),  and  that  as  the  eipenae 
of  living  was  very  great,  this  operation  would  give  liim  a  profit  not  to  be  despised. 

As  no  pasHengen  were  allowed  on  the  boat  the  idea  of  a  profit  from  selling  hi>  cham- 
pagne wines  to  the  crew  is  plainly  no  good  reason ;  it  is  a  pretence,  and  casta  discredit 
on  nis  whole  story. 

These  are  all  the  reasons  he  gives.  The  absence  nf  any  good  reason  for  his  condnct 
andatsuchatime  when  every  artifice  was  resorted  to  ti' carry  communications  between 
tbe  Confederates  in  and  out  of  tbe  city,  justly  eubJKtttHl  him  to  grave  suspicion. 

At  the  last  voyage  he  carried  a  package  of  lelt^cm,  as  bearer  of  dispatches,  as  he 
oalted  it,  to  Comte  M^jnu,  lh«  French  consul.  This  [itickage  General  Butler  o^ned. 
He  then  sent  for  Comie  MiJJan  ;  had  a  stormy  intervien*  with  "him  ;  cbarged  Heidsieck 
with  bringing  letters  fraiirinlently,  and  ordered  hiin  to  be  arrested  as  a  spy  and  sent 
to  Fort  Jackson.  This  occurrred  on  July  29th.  He  arrived  at  Fort  Jack»>n  Aogast 
Sth.  Kiahtdaysafler  (August  13)  General  Butler  oft^red  the  claimant  his  liberty  if 
he  would  gu  to  Franie  ))y  the  next  boat  and  not  reluni  during  tbe  war.  This  he  re- 
fused. Hia  case  was  then  sent  to  Washington  for  thi-  ail  ministration  to  decide.  Tbis 
made  delay.  Comte  M^jan  weot  to  Washington  on  his  behalf,  among  other  things. 
Travelling  from  New  Urleans  to  Washington  was  then  hIow  and  ditHcnlt,  and  we  may 
leasonahly  think  that  there  must  have  been  much  ilday,  espeoialty  if  there  was  cor- 
respondence between  Washington  and  New  Orleans. 

In  tbe  mean  time  the  claimant  was  sent  to  Fort  Pickens,  a  place  thought  to  be 
more  healthy  tban  Fort  JncksoD. 

On  the  I5th  November  the  authorities  directed  biui  to  be  set  at  liberty  upon  condi- 
tion that  be  woulil  leave  the  country.  Tbe  only  diff-^reiice  Itetween  this  otfer  and  the 
one  made  by  General  Butler  being  that  he  might  go  to  Now  York  and  then  to  Fnnue, 
Instead  of  going  by  the  first  bunt. 

If  he  had  accepted  General  Butler'a  offer  on  the  13'li  August,  or  had  asked  to  hav» 
It  modilied  as  to  going  by  tbe  first  boat,  he  would  have  been  in  custody  only  fifteen 
davs. 

We  think  General  Butler  had  good  cause  forarresting  theclairaaut,  and  that  it  was 
his  own  fault  that  his  imprisoDmenl  woe  prolonged  beyond  fifteen  days. 

The  claim  is  disallowed. 

The  comioissioDer  for  Fraoce  filed  a  dissenting  opiaioD,  as  follows : 

I  cannot  bring  my  mind  to  a  concurrence  with  my  colleague  in  disallowing  tbis 
claim.  In  my  view  uf  the  case  the  action  in  the  premises  of  General  Bncler,  tbe  com- 
manding general  of  tbe  Federal  forces  at  New  Orluaub,  was  arbitrary  and  illrgaL 
The  arrest  and  iinprisimment  of  tbe  claimant  in  clow  iirtsons,  situated  in  unhealthy 
localities,  for  the  period  of  one  hnndred  and  ten  dayH,  without  a  trial,  was  nut  aal.v 
out  of  proportion  to  any  oH'ense  disclosed  in  the  n-uord,  but  was  a  violation  of  ths 
lawof  nations  and  of  the  rights  of  a  French  citizen  who  was  at  the  time  nndertheaafc- 
guard  of  a  flag  of  truce. 

The  failure  of  the  defendant  Ooventment  t«  produce  General  Butler  as  a  witnesa, 
and  the  nun-introduction  of  tbe  so-called  treasonable  correspondenoa,  is,  in  my  opin- 
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ion,  atroDg  proortlut  tbers  was  no  inffloient  dTideaoe  to  JDitif^  the  twrali  troatnMnt 
to  wbieh  clalmBDt  wu  Hubjectod  at  the  handa  of  the  Federal  militaiy  oommandeT. 

The  priDcipl«  upoii  which  I  rest  my  dissent  in  this  case  has  been  indicated  and 
tuetioned  bj  the  Jarisprndeoce  of  the  CommiBBion  in  the  Le  More  arrest  and  im- 
pruamneDt  caaea. 


tTnder  the  oircnnutanoea  the  claimant  ia  entitled  to  an  award  of  |10,000. 

Eugene  Boohebeau  v.  Tbe  United  States,  Ko.  220. 

The  memorialist  was  a  member  of  the  commercial  firm  of  Eugene 
Bochereau  &  Co.,  composetl  of  Eugene  Rochereau,  Albin  Boofaerean, 
and  William  T.  Hepp.  Their  busiDess  waa  at  New  Orleaas,  where  the 
two  junior  niembera  resided,  and  who  were  charged  with  the  manage- 
ment of  the  business  of  the  firm.  Eugene  Bochereau  resided  in  France, 
and  he  waa  not  engaged  personally  in  the  affairs  of  the  company. 

Id  the  month  of  March,  1862,  the  autliorities  of  the  city  of  Kew 
Orleans  adopted  an  ordinance  by  which  the  mayor  wa«  authorised  to 
issue  bonds  of  the  city  to  the  amount  of  $l,66o,(K>U.  The  object  for 
which  the  bonds  were  issued  was  statetl  in  the  preamble,  in  these 
words: 

Wheteaa  the  safety  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans  beinjc  imperilled  by  the  exihtence  of 
the  war  now  raging,  and  the  preseDca  of  onr  enemies  at  the  approaches  of  the  city 
tenders  it  of  the  K^eateat  importince  to  Che  vital  intersHt  of  the  city,  not  only  to  the 
city  bnt  to  the  whule  Southern  CoiifBderacy,  that  immediate  and  ample  means  should 
be  placed  at  tli«  dispositiun  of  the  public  authorities  to  repel  iuvasion,  and  for  the 
priHnpt  and  efficient  defense  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans  and  its  approaches :  Be  It 
(bsrefortt 

Btfoletd,  Ac. 

Of  these  bonds  the  banking  house  of  Abat,  Generes  &  Co.,  of  the 
city  of  New  Orleans,  purchased  the  sum  of  S21O,U00,  and  the  Arm  of 
Eugene  Bocherean  &  Co.  purchased  of  Abat,  Uonerea  &  Co.  bonds  of 
the  nominal  value  of  (20,000. 

After  the  capture  of  the  city  by  the  forces  of  the  United  States  an 
order  was  issued  by  Oeuerdl  Butler,  by  which  all  the  purcliasers  of  the 
bonds  so  issueil  by  the  city  of  New  Orleans  were  requii-ed  to  pay  an  aa- 
sessment  of  25  per  cent.  This  ussessmeni  was  levied  in  August,  1862. 
Again  iu  August,  1863,  a  lilie  assessment  was  levied  by  General  Banks. 
The  assessment  was  first  imposed  upon  the  bouse  of  Abut,  Generes  & 
Co.,  and,  subsequently,  by  an  order  of  General  Bntler,  Bocherean  & 
Co.  were  required  to  pay  over  to  Abet,  Generes  &  Co,  the  sum  ho  aa. 
sessed,  and  it  was  then  paid  by  the  last-named  house  to  the  military 
authorities,  and  used  for  the  support  of  the  destitute  inhabitants  of  the 
city  of  New  Orleans. 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Bepublic  that  the  as- 
sessment made  by  General  Butler  was  arbitrary  in  its  nature,  contrary 
to  the  rultfs  of  international  law,  and,  bavint;  been  imposed  by  the  mili- 
tary antboriiies  of  the  United  States,  the  sufferers  were  entitled  to  com- 
pensation under  the  first  article  of  the  treaty. 

Un  the  part  of  tbe  United  States  it  was  contended  that  the  purchase 
by  Rochereau  &  Co.  was  an  act  by  which  aid  and  comfort  were  given 
to  the  enemies  of  the  United  States  within  the  period  mentioned  in  the 
treaty. 

Two  points  were  made  specifically  by  the  counsel  for  tbe  claimants, 
naoieiy,  that  the  purchase  of  the  bonds  under  the  circumstances — Bo- 
chereau  &  Co.  not  having  been  the  original  subscribers— could  not,  be 
treated  as  an  act  of  aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemies  oftbe  United  States; 
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and,  secondly,  that  as  to  EnseDe  Rocliereau,  he  was  then  in  Fr&nce,  aod 
was  not  cognizant  of  the  purchase,  and,  if  the  act  were  inhibiteid  as 
to  the  resident  partners,  their  conduct  in  the  matter  could  not  be  im- 
puted to  him. 

It  was  also  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  memorialist  that  alien  resi- 
dents, and  all  other  parties,  had  a  right  to  carry  on  their  legitimate 
business,  mid  that  the  payment  of  taxes  to  the  insurrectionary'  State 
or  the  usurping  Government  had  beeu  held  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  tbe 
United  States  as  fully  justifiable.  Farther,  it  wan  claimed  that  the  right 
to  trade  within  the  limits  of  eitber  belligerent  gave  the  alien  resident 
the  right  to  buy  or  invest  in  the  securities  of  either  without  a  violation 
of  his  neutrality ;  that  the  purchase  of  the  bonds  of  the  city  of  New 
Orleans,  in  open  market,  was  not  a  violation  of  law  at  the  time  of  the 
act,  and  the  success  of  the  United  States,  and  the  conquest  of  New 
Urleans,  did  not  convert  what  was  lawful  at  the  time  the  act  wascom- 
mitted,  into  an  oSense  and  urime.  Finally,  that  General  Butler  bad  no 
right  to  punish  parties  ior  trading  with  the  Confederates,  when  the 
Tluited  States  bad  no  power  to  enforce  its  authority,  and  protect  alien 
residents. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  called  tbe  attention  of  the  Commis- 
sion to  the  bond,  which  set  fortb  on  its  face  that  it  was  "issued  in  con- 
formity with  ordinance  No.  5949  of  the  city  council,  approved  3d  of 
March,  1862." 

He  maiiiiaiued  that  the  reference  to  the  ordinance  was  notice,  both 
in  law  and  in  equity,  to  everybody  to  whom  the  bonds  were  offered, 
and  that  they  were  bound  to  make  an  examination  of  the  authority  by 
which  they  were  issued;  and  that  if  Itochereau  &  Co.,  when  these 
bonds  were  presented  to  them,  had  performed  their  duty,  they  would 
have  examined  the  ordinance  of  the  3d  of  March,  18ti2,  as  si>ecified  acd 
numbered  uiwn  the  bond,  and  they  would  have  seen  that  the  purpose 
for  which  the  money  was  aslied  an<I  tbe  loan  offered  was  for  the  de- 
fense of  New  Orleans  against  the  enemy  of  the  Confederate  States, 
which  enemy  was  no  other  than  the  United  States. 

In  support  of  the  position  that  the  purchaser  is  bound,  upon  snggee- 
tion  of  record,  to  examine  tbe  title  to  proiHrty  that  lie  proposes  to  pur- 
chase, and  if  be  neglects  to  make  the  examination  he  has  no  remedy 
over  against  the  vendor,  tbe  counsel  for  the  United  States  cited  the 
case  of  Brush  v.  Ware  (15  Peters,  93),  the  case  of  Oliver  r.  Price  (3 
Howai-d,  409),  and  the  case  of  Hanover  v.  Woodruff  (15  Wallace, 
439-442). 

The  Commission  rendered  an  opinion  as  follows : 

Washington,  December  15,  Isffl. 

The  cliuniant  watt  in  Fraiipe  when  the  bonds  for  the  ili'fi^Lse  of  New  Orlexiu  w«re 
llSiitd  aud  piircllQKit  by  the  parlnel'S  of  his  Arm  in  Xew  OrleauB- 

H'-  had  aa  kuuwledfte  tliereof  till  he  wiu  informed  that  General  Batlerbad  impowd 
the  MHiMwsnii-Dt  ou  hU  timi. 

We  tbiiik  the  cluimaut  van  not  Koilty  of  girinfc  aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemies  of 
the  Unitetl  States,  aa  he  knew  nolhinf;  of  the  pnrchnsn. 

In  thejudjpuent  of  the  maJoTitj  of  the  ComniisHion  Genirral  Butler  had  the  right  u 
•n  act  of  militaiT  neceaait.v  and  in  time  of  war  to  lev.v  the  aNseHament  on  lh«  eneluiM 
of  the  United  Statea  and  ou  those  )^ving  aid  and  ciimfurt  lo  theeueniiesof  the  United 
States. 

The  CD mmish inner  nn  the  part  of  France  does  not  concur  in  the  view  of  General 
Butler's  power  aH  rcKurded  Iiy  his  oolleHgiies. 

We  hUuw  tlie  cluiuinnt  the  auioimt  of  his  sharc  of  tbe  sHsessmeut  paid  August  II, 
18C2,  being  t714.2H.  with  interest  at  Ti  iki  cent,  from  AiiEust  II,  186'J,  and  the  furtbei 
aom  ot$7U.'i»,  with  interest  at  6  pet  cent,  ftom  September  7,  1864. 
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Chablgs  J.  Dubois  v.  The  I'nitbd  States,  No.  723. 

This  claim  rested  upon  tbe  same  facts  as  that  of  Eugene  Rochereau  v. 
The  Uiiited  States,  No.  220,  witli  the  exception  that  the  memorialist  was 
a  resideut  of  the  city  of  Sew  Orleans,  and  there  pnrchased  the  bonds 
issaeii  by  said  city. 

The  claim  of  Dubois  was  disallowed. 

The  decision  of  the  Commissioners  in  the  two  cases  justify  the  coucla- 
8ion  that  the  purchase  of  tbe  bonds  of  tlie  city  of  New  Orleans,  issned 
in  the  manner  aii>i  for  the  pnr)>ose  set  forth  iu  tbe  recoi-d,  wm  hw  net  of 
aid  and  cooifurt  to  the  eiieiuibs  of  tbe  United  States,  but  that  those  pur- 
cliooers only  were  reHiMtusible  wbu  bad  knowledge  of  tbe  ti-anaactiou  at 
tbe  time,  and  whose  circuinKtanees  were  such  that  tbe^'  were  bound  to 
make  au  examiiiatiou  of  the  rei;or<l  of  tlie  city  of  New  Orleans. 

Artemis  Drez  r.  The  United  States,  No.  503. 

Tbiscase  is  distinguishable  from  the  eases  of  Eugene  Bocbereat)  v 
Tlie  Uiiite«l  States,  No.  L*2U,  and  Charles  J.  Dubois  v.  The  United  States, 
So.  T£A,  in  tbe  fact  that  tbe  claimant,  a  resident  and  citizen  of  Prance, 
biKl  an  agent  in  New  Orleans  with  whom  he  bad  placud  funds  for  in  vest- 
ment. That  agent  made  a  pni-ohasu  of  tbe  New  Orleans  bonds  issued 
Duder  tbe  onlinaiice  of  tbe  3d  of  March,  1862.  When  Drez  received 
information  from  bis  agent  that  tbe  purchase  had  been  uiaile  he  in- 
elracted  him  to  sell  the  bonds.  It  does  uot  appear  from  tbe  record 
whether  his  instrnctions  were  due  to  the  opinion  that  the  investment 
was  an  unsafe  one  or  to  the  opinion  that  the  bonds  were  not  a  proper 
subject  for  investment.  v 

It  was  claimed  by  tbe  counsel  for  tBe  memorialist  that  tbe  decision 
in  the  case  of  Rochereau  v.  Tbe  United  States,  No.  Jl^o,  justitied  and 
required  an  Hwanl  in  favor  of  the  claimant. 

On  the  part  of  the  United  States,  it  was  claimed  that  tbe  agents  of 
Drez  were  clothed  with  general  power  to  act,  and  that  tbe  principal 
was  bound  precisely  as  he  would  have  been  if  present. 

The  Commission  made  au  award  to  the  amonnt  of  the  assessment 
iDi|)osed  by  the  military  authorities- 

Joseph  Brugere  r.  The  United  States,  No.  318. 

The  claimant  in  this  ease  was  the  purchaser  in  the  month  of  May, 
1663,  at  public  auction,  of  certain  real  estate  iu  New  Orleans  which  had 
been  condemned  under  statutes  of  the  United  States  of  the  6tb  ol 
August,  1801,  tbe  17th  of  July,  18(!2,  and  tbe  3d  of  March,  1863,  by 
which  the  courta  were  authorized  to  condemn  aud  confiscate  the  prop-, 
erty  of  certain  pcrsous  engaged  iu  the  rebellion.  Tbe  title  of  record  to 
the  property  referred  to  was  in  the  name  of  John  Slidell;  and  proceed- 
ings having  been  instituted  and  a  decree  of  confiscation  made,  the 
marfbal  of<  the  district  advertised  tbe  property  and  made  sale  of  it  at 
public  auction.  The  memorialist  was  tbe  purchaser.  The  deed  con- 
taiuetl  a  recital  of  tbe  proceedings,  and  included  a  statement  that  a 
writ  of  veaditioni  exponas  had  been  issued  by  ihe  district  court  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  notice  of  the  sale  had  been  published  in  certain 
newspapers.  There  was  also  a  description  of  the  premises,  and  a  refer- 
ence to  the  record  of  certain  deeds  and  mortgages.  There  were  no 
coveoants  as  to  title,  and  the  conveyance  was  in  these  words: 
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do  berebf  sell,  transfer,  aulgo,  ani]  Mt  over  noto  theakid  Jowph  BniKcre,  aasibn- 
said,  bia  beirs,  ndministratore,  execnton,  and  aaelgns,  all  uid  slognlar  the  above- 
dbacrtbed  property,  vitb  all  the  baildinga  and  ImproTeoieDts  tbereoa,  rigbta,  wan, 
prlTllemn.  bereditaiuenls,  and  appiirtenancea  to  tue  aauie  belougiog  or  Id  anjitlM 
appertfQDing. 

One  of  the  acbi  referred  to,  of  the  17tb  of  July,  1862,  was  a  Joint  reso- 
lation,  ID  wbicfa  it  was  provided  that  tbe  previons  acts  nuthoriziog  god- 
flscation  should  "  not  be  so  coDstnted  as  to  work  a  forfeitare  of  the  real 
estate  of  tbe  offender  beyond  bis  nataral  life." 

Home  evidence  was  introduced  tending  to  show  that  representations 
were  made  by  the  marshal  that  the  sale  was  of  the  fee  of  the  estate, 
and  the  claimant  averred  that  anch  was  .his  understandiog  at  tbe  time 
tbe  pnrchase  was  made. 

it  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  tbe  French  Bepublio  that,  in 
view  of  the  terms  of  tlie  conveyance  and  the  repreaentatioue  made,  the 
Government  of  thf  United  States  should  be  held  responsible  for  any 
failure  on  tbe  part  of  tbe  purchaser  to  maintain  a  title  to  the  whole 
estate. 

Upon  tbe  death  of  Mr.  Slidell,  which  occnrred  in  Jnly,  1871,  his  heirs 
instituted  proceedings  for  the  recovery  of  the  estate,  and  a  ilecree  wag 
made  by  the  supreme  court  of  the  State  of  Lonisiana,  and  apon  writ 
of  error  to  the  Sapreme  Court  of  tlie  United  States  that  decree  was 
confirmed,  by  irhivh  the  heirs  were  entitled  to  the  possession  of  the  estate. 

On  the  part  of  the  United  States  it  was  claimed  that  the  Government 
would  not  be  bound  by  any  representations  that  were  made  by  the  mar- 
shal, nor  by  any  covenants  which  the  deed  might  contain,  and  especially 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  statutes  authorizing  the  couflscation  of 
property  were  public  statutes,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  they  were 
referred  to  in  the  deed  tendered  to  the  purchaser.  Upou  this  state  of 
foots  it  was  claimed  that  the  memorlaliBt  was  put  upon  inquiry  as  to  the 
nature  of  tbe  estate  whiuh  it  was  legally  competent  for  the  marshal  to 
convey,  and  that  the  memodaliet  alone  was  responsible  for  the  conse- 
quences of  any  misunderstanding  as  to  the  ext«nt  nf  the  title  possessed 
by  the  United  States,  and  which  the  marshal  was  authorized  to  transmit. 

The  claim  of  the  memorialist  was  disallowed  by  the  unanimous  judg- 
ment of  the  Uommissiou. 

Louis  Castblain  and  Mabib  Castelain.  his  wipe,  v.  The  United 
States,  No.  ;i53. 

Theee  memorialists,  in  the  mouth  of  August,  in  the  year  1864.  were 
residing  in  the  county  of  Alexander  and  State  of  Illinois,  at  a  place 
'  not  far  distant  from  Cairo.  The  recont  showed  that  Castelain  was  en- 
gaged in  the  sale  of  groceries  and  small  wares,  and  that  his  stock  in- 
cluded a  supply  of  spirituous  liqnors.  On  the  evening  of  the  2t8t  of 
April,  1864,  a  small  number  of  soldiers  belonging  to  the  United  States 
Army  went  to  the  house  of  the  claimants  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining, 
either  by  pnrcliase  or  otherwise,  a  quantity  of  liquor.  Gaateliiu  refused 
to  furnish  it,  he  having  been  warned  that  the  sale  of  liquor  to  soldiers 
was  contrary  to  the  regulations  of  the  Army.  Upon  the  refuaal  of  Cas- 
telain an  attack  was  made  by  the  soldiers,  and  be  and  his  wife  were 
seriously  injured.  Au  investigation  was  made  by  the  military  authori- 
ties through  a  commission,  who  in  their  report  say: 
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wfamt  afflMTBBbieldnd  them  from  puuiahmenl ;  that  they  Bud  from  the  avideDceMiiliioed 
that  Caatelain  did  not  sell  liqaor  U>  the  aoldiets ;  that  Captaio  Dogger,  tbe  ^Tovoat- 
manhal,  was  to  blame  for  not  tafaiDs  mora  prompt  and  eSeotive  meoHDres  to  identif; 
the  offeDdeia  and  bring  them  to  poDiahmeDt. 

TJpon  tbia  report,  and  tfae  recommetidation  of  Mt^or-Qeneral  Halleck, 
Captain  Dagger  was  disinissed  from  ttie  Hervice. 

It  W8H  claimed  by  tbe  conuael  for  the  memarialidts  that  this  antion  on 
the  part  of  the  United  8tate«  fixed  it«  liability  for  the  injuries  to  tbe 
peraoDB  and  property  of  the  claimanta. 

On  the  part  of  the  United  States  it  was  admitted  that  the  claimants 
were  safferera  from  a  groaa  and  nujuatiflable  outrage  upon  their  persons 
and  property ;  bat  it  wan  contended  that  the  injuries  were  not  the  re- 
Halt  of  any  act  of  the  civil  or  military  authoritiea  of  the  United  States, 
and  that,  wbaterer  might  be  the  equitable  claims  of  the  family  to  sym- 
pathy and  eompeusatioD,  the  Commission  hud  nojurisdictiou  under  the 
treaty  to  mt^e  an  award  in  their  behalf. 

Tlie  elaim  was  disallowed  by  the  uuauimons  action  of  tbe  Commission, 
and  they  say : 

This  was  a  crutil  and  malicioDH  attack  apon  theclaimauta,  probably  by  some  Midlers, 
foim  motive*  of  personal  revenge. 

We  do  not  Bad  any  act  committed  b;  the  authorities  creating  a  responaibillt;  on 
(hepart  of  tbe  United  States. 

We  regret  that  ws  are  not  allowed  to  indulge  in  sentiments  of  pity  or  to  ezt«Dd 
ebarity  to  persons  so  oruell;  injured. 

Sazbbao  de  Fobge  bt  fils  V.  The  United  States,  2To.  458. 

The  memorialists  were  citizens  and  residents  of  France,  and  engaged 
at  New  Orleans  in  the  sale  of  brandies  by  their  agents,  William  E. 
Levericb  &  Co.  From  the  record  it  ai>i>eared  that  they  shipped  by  a 
vessel  called  the  Baldwin  twenty-five  packnges  of  brandy,  and  that  the 
vessel  arrived  at  tbe  port  of  New  Orleans  the  lltb  day  of  March,  1801. 
TLe  ordinance  of  secession  by  the  State  of  Louisiana  was  adopted  the 
28th  day  of  January,  18B1,  aud  the  so-cutled  Confederate  Government 
was  organized  at  Montgomery,  Ala.,  tbe  22d  day  of  February,  1861. 
Upon  the  capture  of  New  Orleans  in  April,  1362,  a  portion  of  this  con- 
signment of  brandy  was  in  the  custom-house,  and  came  into  tbe  i>os- 
session  of  the  United  States  authorities.  Other  portions  of  the  con- 
signment ha<l  been  taken  from  the  custom-bouse  during  tbe  time  that 
the  city  was  in  the  possession  of  the  Confederate  authorities,  and  tbe 
duties  on  the  brandy  so  taken  had  been  paid  to  tbe  Confederate  Oov- 
erament.  Of  the  iK>rtioii  remaining  in  the  custom -lion:4e  a  quantity 
bad  been  taken  by  Dr.  McCormack,  medical  director  of  tbe  United 
States,  and  for  the  brandies  so  taken  the  memorialists  claimed  compen- 
sation in  the  sum  of  ♦22,000. 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  tbe  United  States  that  the  pay- 
ment of  duties  to  the  Confederate  Government  by  tbe  agents  of  the 
claimants  was  an  act  of  aid  and  comfort  to  the  Confederate  authorities, 
and  that  the  claim  was  barred  under  tbe  tirst  article  of  the  treaty. 

This  position  of  the  connsef  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  was  not 
sustained  by  tbe  Commission,  and  the  claim  was  allowed  at  the  sum  of 
♦10,468.22.  ■ 

Jean  Jeanneaud  v.  The  United  States,  No.  206. 

Tbe  claimant  demanded  compensation  for  a  quantity  of  cotton  de- 
stroyed by  tbe  United  States  forces  in  the  month  of  April,  1864. 
Tbe  proofs  showed  that  after  an  engagement  between  tbe  United 
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States  forces  and  the  Confederates,  and  the  retreat  of  the  latter,  the 
troops  of  the  United  States,  upon  their  return,  hurned  a  gin-hoose  in 
vhich  the  cotton  of  the  cla^imatit  was  stored. 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  the  evi- 
dence failed  to  show  that  authority  was  given  by  the  oflScers  in  com- 
mand for  the  destruction  ^f  the  cott«ii,  aud  that  it  was  a  waotou  acton 
the  part  of  the  soldiers,  for  which  the  OoTernment  should  not  be  made 
responsible. 

The  Commission  held  that  this  was  a  "pecnliar  and  exceptional 
case,"  aud  iu  making  the  allowance  tbey  state  the  grounds  of  their 
action : 

1.  Tli<>  cottou-giu  in  which  tbn  cotton  ivna  atun-it  iras  not  liiirnod  in  liattl<*  or  S4  i 
necessary  an <t  lairfnl  niilitnry  act.  It  liail  uiit  fiimialied  a,  aholler  from  whivh  tbe 
Confederatna  had  tlreil  or  misfit  rliere;ifter  firu  u|ioii  the  Unit^  Sliitea  forces. 

The  United  StateB  forvea  bad  drivbu  tha  Cuiil'iHlcrateii  about  tbrae  iiiiloa  bcyoad 
the  ijiD-honHe.  and  were  inarchiu)'  bauk  to  their  cainji,  uut  [inraued  b;  the  Coufetlei- 
atuB,  ivbeii  tbe  building  was  eet  ^re  la. 

t!.  Tbe  burning  was  not  ordered  by  nntborit;r  in  order  to  dealroy  the  cottoD,  and  ta 
cripple  the  reKniiTcoit  of  tlieCoufe<1erat«.i.  At  that  time  and  place  all  the  at'enups  to 
market  wereiu  tbebandaof  tbe  Unileil  StH.teafon'eH.aathat  the  Con federutes could  not 
avail  theiuHelvcHof  this  cotton  ;  lieiice  the  Ciinfederares  were  then  burniii't  the  cotton 
in  that  region,  and  tbe  United  States  ant hnnties  were  trying  to  nave  it  and  trannport 
it  to  iDarlu't.  This  case  dues  not  come  within  the  line  of  any  of  tbe  decisions  of  tb« 
British  and  Aiueriean  Claims  Commission,  refirrcd  ti>  in  Mr.  Hale's  report,  in  whicb 
claims  for  lossos  by  the  destrnctiou  of  c>>tliOU  were  rejected. 

The  evidence  sbows  that  tbe  biirnini;  was  a  wanton  act  of  the  soldiers  in  the  ex- 
citement of  tbe  momeut,  as  they  were  niarcliing  hack  to  their  camp  from  a  succnnrnl 
battle  with  the  Confederates.  It  was  without  any  just  itisble  excuse,  iu  Tiolation  of 
orderand  discipline,  and  committed  wbeu  marching  bock  to  camp,  under  tbe  com- 
Bialid  and  in  tlie  presence  ol  their  officers,  wb«,  by  the  usual  aud  ordinary  enfoice- 
ment  of  military  discipline,  might  and  conld  aud  should  have  prereuted  it,  bnt  «bo 
do  not  appear  to  have  nsed  any  meaus  whatever  to  prevent  it. 

In  such  a  case  we  think  that  an  allowauce  should  be  made. 

Joseph  Choukeeau  t.  The  United  States,  No.  43. 

In  this  caee  the  memorialist  asked  compensation  for  a  quantity  of  cot 
ton  and  other  articles  of  personal  property,  amouiirlug  in  all  to  tbe  sum 
of  tl,UO0. 

It  was  alleged  and  proved  tliat  tbe  cotton  was  destroyed  by  fire,  set 
by  soldiers  belonging  to  the  First  Louisiana  Regiment  of  Cavalr>'. 
There  was  evidence  tending  to  show  that  at  the  time  of  the  destruction 
of  the  cotton  the  country  iu  which  it  was  situated  was  the  theater  of 
war;  that  it  was  marched  over  and  ravaged  by  the  forces  both  of  tbe 
United  States  and  of  the  Confederate  States. 

Ui>on  these  facts  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  contended  that 
the  district  of  country  was  not  at  the  time  of  the  loss  within  the  terri- 
torial jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  and,  therefore,  that  the  claim 
was  not  covered  by  tbe  terms  of  the  treaty.  The  same  objectioo  was 
raised  by  the  counsel  for  tbe  United  States  iu  tbe  followiiig  cases, 
namely:  Vidal  r.The  United  States, No.  24 ;  Petrequin  r.The  Uuile<l 
States,  No.  38 ;  Laugati.Tbe  Unite*!  States,  No.  39 ;  and  Odend'bal  r. 
The  United  States,  So.  lOO.  In  siime  of  these  cases  questions  of  citi- 
zenship were  raised,  quei^tions  as  to  tbe  liability  of  belligerents  npun 
tbe  theater  of  war,  and  questions  as  to  the  facts  of  losses  as  allegt^d ; 
but  as  tbe  main  question,  "territorial  jurisdiction,"  was  carefully  con- 
sidered, aud  upon  it  a  conclusion  whs  reached  by  tbe  Commission,  no 
further  notice  will  be  taken  of  other  points  raised  in  the  discussion. 

The  views  of  tbe  counsel  for  the  United  Slates  were  thus  presented 
in  an  oral  argument  to  the  Commission : 
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Bj-  the  treiit;  of  January  15,  1B80,  thB  Guveinment  of  France  U  bouud  to  com- 
peiiiftle  citizens  of  thp  United  States  for  losses  o*  a  apecifled  character  instained  by 
iiiich  citizeoa,  and  "  ariginfr  oiit  of  acta  committed  by  the  t'rench  civil  or  military  aa- 
Iboritiee,"  at  the  times  aaa  under  tbe  conditioua  meiitioD(>d  ;  and  the  correH]><iDding 
obligatioD  of  the  United  States  is  to  compensate  citizens  of  Krnnce  for  losAes  of  a  ape- 
ified  chamcler  snslained  by  such  oitizensand  "ariaiuf;  ontof  acl-s  committed  •  •  • 
by  the  civil  or  military  authorities  of  the  Government  of  the  Ctiitnl  States  upon  the 
bigb  seas  or  within  the  territorial  jnrisdictiou  of  the  Unit«d  States,"  and  wittiin  the 
time  Dsmed  in  the  treaty. 

I  sulimit  with  ijreat  confidence  that  it  is  uot  within  the  legal  capacity  of  this  Com- 
missioQ  to  enlarge  that  authonty  in  the  least.  The  ian^iiUKC  is  clear,  it  is  explicitr 
tb«re  in  no  ainbignity  in  it;  and  if  there  trere  ambiguity  or  iluiibt,  thatnmbii;uity  or 
doubt  mast  be  so  solved,  under  the  authority  of  Preaidcnt  Wouiecy,  as  to  rulif  ve  ihe 
GiiTemineut,  whiuh  otherwise  would  have  been  chiirjteil.  This  in  the  extout  of  tbe 
obligitioD  restinfc  opou  Fnince.  The  oonvspoudinn  obliKfttlrm  of  the  Unitml  Statea 
is  to  compensate  citizens  of  France  for  losses  of  a  H|)ecltic<l  character  snstaintid  bj  snch 
ciliieDs,  and  arising  out  of  acts  coinuiittod  by  thu  uivil  »r  military  nuthoriCies  of  the 
United  Stales  iij>on  the  high  sens  or  witbiu  the  territorial  Jurisdiction  of  tbe  United 
Stales  and  within  the  time  named  in  the  treaty. 

It  into  be  observed  that  in  this  Brut  article  of  the  treaty  is  the  phrase  "territorial 
Jnrisdiftion."  The  word"  territorial"  was  introduced  undoiil)tedIy  for  sumi- pnrpf>*^ 
If  the  phrase  had  been,  ns  it  might  have  bi-en,  "within  tlie  jnrisdictiou  of  the  United 
Stairs,^  there  would  then  have  been  a  doubt  as  tu  tbe  meaning  of  the  single  wunt  "ju- 
riwliction." 

II  has  been  Bsserled  or  recognized  by  tbe  Supreme  Court  of  the  UnitM  States,  by 
the  Eiraulive  Department  of  the  United  Slat™,  and  by  the  LegiHlalivd  Departmeut 
of  the  United  States,  that  while  we  mnintDiiioil  from  the  firat  oiir  legal  jnrlsilictlon 
overall  Ihe  territory  that  hail  been  within  tbe  rei'oguized  limits  of  Ihe  United  Stales, 
we  also  admitted  that  dnring  the  war  our  actual  territorial  jiiriBillcliiin  was  liniitod 
br  the  line  of  onr  bayonets.  Thu  Supretuu  Cimrt,  in  the  prizes  cases,  said  Ci  Black, 
S.&:  4  Miller,  H7ti ); 

"Uis  no  loose,  unorganized  insurrection,  having  no  defined  boundary  or  possession. 
It  has  a  boundary  marked  by  lines  of  bayonets,  and  which  can  be  crossed  only  by 
force— nralA  of  thit  Jinr  U  innniet'  terrUera.  betaun  it  it  claimed  and  held  in  poiMiaioH  bji 
foryanitrd,  honliU,  and  btltlgertyil iKtiUfr."    (a  Black,  674). 

By  the  declarations  and  acta  of  tbe  Cimfiderale  authorities  the  Unite<l  States  naa 
dispossessed  ofa  portion  of  territory  to  which  its  lawful  Jurisdiction  extended. 

lor  the  orilinary  and  peaceful  purposes  of  government  tliut  territory  had  ceased  to 
beof  the  territory  of  the  United  Slates.  Asa  theateruf  war,  and  until  a  regular  and 
peacefnl  admin  is)  ration  of  law,  either  civil  or  military,  was  established,  the  GoTem- 
mpDt  of  the  United  Stales  was  in  uo  proper  sense  resiionsible  fur  what  occurred  in 
cioiation  of  human  rights,  whether  of  iirojierty  or  of  person. 

Wht-n  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  was  m- established  over  tbe  rebellioua 
districts  and  States,  aud  tribnuali  for  the  due  administraliou  of  law  had  )ieeu  iiisti- 
nitf<l  under  the  authority  of  the  Uiiiled  folates,  then,  bu'.  not  until  then,  did  the  [lul- 
led Slates  liecome  respousihlt*  as  the  protector  of  person  aud  pro{>erly. 

On  the  theater  of  war  Uagrant  neiilier  tbe  coniending  armies  nor  the  Govcmmenta 
that  thuy  represent  can  be  held  reHponsibic  for  the  losses  and  injuries  that  fall  npua 
prjraie  persons,  • 

In  the  ease  of  the  United  States  r.  Rice,  reported  in  4  Wheaton,  2-lfi,  the  Supremo 
Conn  admit  and  assert  the  loss  of  ti^rritory  and  of  t«rril»rial  Jurisdiction.  A  portion 
of  the  State  of  Maine,  incluiling  tbe  tttwn  lUid  port  of  Casline,  was  conquered  and 
fur  a  time  was  held  by  the  forces  of  Grrat  Britain. 

Upon  the  recovery  of  the  Wrritory  the  reveune  offlcem  demanded  the  payment  by 
Rice  nf  duties  npon  goods  imported  into  Castiue  during  its  occupation  by  Great 

The  court  denied  the  validity  of  tbe  cliiim,  and  said  "Cnstine  was  therefore,  during 
this  period,  so  far  as  respecteil  our  revenue  laws,  to  be  deenied  a  foreign  portj  and 
eonds  imported  into  it  by  tbe  inbnbitatit-s  were  subject  tti  such  duties  only  as  the 
British  Gkivemmeiit  chose  to  require.  Snch  goods  were,  in  no  correct  seuse,  imported 
into  the  United  States." 

Whenever  it  is  alleged  in  a  memorial  that  the  property  for  which  coropensation  la 
claimed  waa  taken  or  destroyed  within  the  States  or  parts  of  States  declared  to  be  in 
inanrrection  by  the  pmclamntion  jif  President  Lincoln  of  August  16,  IWil  <U.  S.  Stat,, 
vol.  i-i,  p.  'Ml),  the  burden  of  proof  is  npou  the  claimant  to  show  that  the  pr«|>erty 
•0  taken  or  destroyed  was  at  a  place  which  hail  been  recovered  from  tile  piiKseSHion  of 
the  enemies  of  the  United  Stales,  aud  that  it  was  then  within  the  territorial  Jurisdio- 
tloD  of  the  United  States. 

Tbe  twelfth  article  of  the  treaty  of  Washington  (Hale's  Report,  p.  41&),  under 
which  the  British  and  American  Mixed  Claims  Comtnisston  was  constituted,  does  not 
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But  DotwittutknUiug  tbe  absenoe  of  that  limitatioa,  the  Cur „.. 

pretation  to  the  British  truaty  for  whioh  I  dow  conlend.  The  &atioa  of  tha  oonimis- 
siotters  ie  reported  by  Bale  (pagea  52,  53,  and  54).  Thepnctioal  reanlt  wm(ii,54} 
that  all  the  alainiB  for  cottou  deetroved  in  the  enemy'd  couotry,  with  tbe  nngfe  ix- 
oeptionof  that  of  A.  R.  McDonald,  No,  49,  were  disnl lowed  by  tbe  aaanimoDi  voteof 
the  Commiwiou.  The  qneetion  was  diBcuwed,  and  unmeroDH  aathoritiea  wera  ciUd, 
and  notwithitanding  the  power  of  the  Commiesiun  wa&not  limited  to  tbe  extent  Cbat 
the  powers  of  thle  Commission  are  limited,  tlie  resalt  waa  each  aa  I  now  InTOke  at 
jonr  hands. 

Mr.  Liuooln,  by  his  proclamation  of  Angoat  16,  IHCl,  declared  "that  the  inhab- 
itants of  Georgia,  South  Caiolioo,  Tirgjuia,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Alabsina, 
Xiouistana,  Texas,  Arkansas,  Hissisalppi,  nnd  Florida,  (except  tbe  inhabitants  of  that 
port  of  the  Stat«  of  Virgioia  weat  of  the  Alleghany  Mountains,  and  of  snch  otber 
parts  of  that  State  and  the  other  States  hereintwfore  named  as  may  maintain  a  loyal 
adhesion  to  tbx  Union  and  Constitution,  or  may  be  from  time  to  time  ocenpied  ud 
controlled  by  forces  of  Che  United  States  engafied  in  the  diaprrsion  of  said  insar- 
gents),  are  in  a  etate  of  ingnrrection  against  the  United  States,  and  that  all  commsr- 
cial  intercouma  between  tbe  same  and  tbe  inhabitants  thereof,  with  the  exception 
•foresaid,  and  the  oitiiena  of  other  States  and  olher  parts  of  the  United  Statea  is  no- 
lawful  and  will  remain   unlawful  until  such  insurrection  shall  cease  or  has  been  rap- 

tion,  reoogi „ -- -      - 

that  act  Great  Britain  accepted  tbe  facts  which  were  afterwards  set  forth  ii 
Liocoln'H  procli^Tnatiou,  that  tbe  territory  which  was  then  inimical,  and  for  the  time 
was  under  tbe  control  of  the  so-called  Confederate  States  Government,  was  not  then 
within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 

The  proclamation  by  Great  Britain  was  followed  June  10,  1861,  by  a  proclamatiDD 
of  the  Kmpenir  uf  France,  in  which  he  enjoiueil  apon  tbe  citizens  and  aabjects  of  that 
country  strict  neutrality  bi-tween  the  Government  of  tbe  United  States  aod  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  so-called  Confederate  States.  I  refer  to  these  three  autborities,  the 
proclamation  of  the  President  of  tbe  Uniti'd  St«tes,  the  proclamation  of  the  Govem- 
meot  of  Great  Britain,  and  the  proclamation  of  the  Emperor  of  France,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  satisfying  :FOurioindB  that  at  that  time  the  Stutea  and  parts  of  States  DMnrd 
were  Dot  witbin  tbe  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  To  be  aat«,  they 
were  within  the  legaljurisdiction  of  the  Uniled  Staiea,  and  therefore  tbe  Supreme 
Court  said  that  tbe  inbabilants  of  those  diatricts  were  at  the  same  time  citizens  and 
enemies.  They  could  l>e  pursued  as  enemies,  and  tbey  conld  be  dealt  with  by  tbe  civil 
law  as  citittena.  But  the  condition  of  war  waa  recognized,  and  territorial  Juriadicttnn 
was,  hy  the  proclamation  of  tbe  President,  absolutely  abandoned,  and  except  for  the 
losa  of  territorial  Jurisdiction  by  the  irnited  States  tbo  recognition  of  belligerent 
rights  in  the  so-culled  Confederate  States  by  Great  Britain  iu  May,  IStil,  and  by 
France  in  the  month  uf  June  following,  wonld  have  been  offenses  of  the  gravest  na- 
tional cbaracter. 

I  refer  attain  to  the  prize  cases,  as  they  are  csIlKd,  reported  in  'i  Block  (p.  635), 
where  the  doctrine  it  fully  set  forth  that  the  inhabitnnta  of  rhe  rebellions  districts 
irereat  tbu  auniu  time  ciri'zens  of  tbe  United  StateH  and  enemies  tbere^f. 

Of  property  taken  tcifAia  Iht  territorial  innidiolioH  of  tbs  United  States  it  is  t«  be 
said  : 

(1)  That  no  preaumption  nrises  that  a  person  in  tbe  military  service  of  the  United 
States  is  thereby  anlborized  to  do  an  act  that  is  injurious  to  auotber,  unless  SDcb  set 
is  done  in  tbe  actual  conflict  of  arms.  Hence  if  any  property  was  taken  by  soldieis 
tbe  presumption  does  not  arise  that  tbey  bad  autbority  for  tbe  scL  If  they  hsd 
authority  it  must  be  set  fortb  anil  it  must  be  proved. 

(2)  Proof  that  property  taken  ordestroyed  within  tbe  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  State*  woa  takeu  by  tbe  military  aiitboritiet  must  be  made  by  evidenoe  that 
on  officer,  dnly  aatburized  thereto,  issued  an  order,  general  or  special,  tberefur,  or  by 
evidence  that  tbe  property  so  taken  was  essential  to  tbe  aubsiatence  or  safety  of  tbe 
army,  and  that  in  was  ao  used  wilb  the  knowledge  and  cunseDt  of  the  oomBunding 
officer  present  at  the  place  hF  um 

By  that  I  mean  to  say  tlint  if  property  was  taken,  even  though  tbe  party  claiming 
compensation  therefor  should  not  be  able  to  show  that  an  order  waa  actually  bnned, 
yet  if  that  property  was  of  such  a  sort  that  it  was  useful  to  tbe  armv,  and  wot  so 
tised,  and  with  tbe  knowledge  and  consent  of  tbe  officer  in  command,  then  sncb  use, 
witb  such  knowledge  and  consent,  may  very  fairly  be  constmed  aa  the  Muivalcnt  of 
an  original  order  for  the  taking.  This  is  a  liberal  view  of  the  rights  of  olaimaDts  be- 
fore this  Commission. 

(U)  Or  it  most  appear  that  the  property  taken  was  taken  in  fbrtbaraDOS  of  a  duly 
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•ntliarited  pobljo  policy,  and  b;  a  ilnlj  qnaliHed  agent  of  the  Goverament,  sb  ia  tba 
cue  of  cotton  when  the  cspton  vrne  acting  untler  the  orders  of  a  milirary  com- 
nander,  at  of  tbe  Pipsideut,  or  b;  virtue  of  a  permit  from  the  Secretary  of  tho 
Treatury.  If  a  claim  U  mnile  for  cotton,  for  example,  it  most  be  shoirn  that  it  iraa. 
Uketi  by  •  duly  qualified  agent  of  the  Government. 

Finally,  Mr.  Preiident  aod  KeDtiemen  of  the  CoinniiRalon,  with  these  obnervationa 
I  invite  your  coucnrrencB  to  two  propoaltiona,  and,  Hubmittiog  them,  I  leave  the  sub- 

I.  The  Government  of  the  United  States  ia  not  liable  for  lossen  arising  from  depTS- 
dations  committed  in  places  where  the  armies  were  prewnt,  whether  snch  depreda- 
lioDt  were  by  the  soldiery  or  by  camp-followers,  inasmuch  as  the  acts  were  not  only 
witboDt  anthority,  either  civil  or  military,  but  were  in  violation  of  the  m lea  and 
irtieir*  of  war,  and  of  the  orders  of  the  military  cnmrnaoden. 

i.  The  Government  of  the  United  Stat^is  is  not  liable  fur  a  loss  of  property  if  the 
property,  at  the  time  the  logs  occurreil,  was  not  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of 
Ib«  United  Stales. 

The  following  views  were  submitted  by  tbe  assititaat  counsel  for  the 
Republic  of  France,  Mr.  Morse  : 

With  all  deference  to  tbe  connsel  for  the  United  States,  the  attempt  to  distingulsfa 
tbe  "legal"  Jurisdiction  from  the  "  territorial"  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  Slates  tnen- 
tioned  in  the  treaty  is  a  reflnement.  All  the  claims  iiaid  throiigh  the  action  of  the 
Soatbero  Claims  CommiHsion  to  the  citizens  of  tbe  United  States  arose  in  Stat«a  or 

Eirt*  of  States  at  one  time  or  another  proclaimed  on  in  insnrrectiun  BgainsI  the  United 
lates;  bnt  alien  miideuta  could  not  go  before  that  Cnmuilssion,  which  was  cou  lined 
to  loyu  citiiens.  and  hence  the  convention  by  which  this  honorable  Commission  waa 
sttablisbed.  No  claims  arose  ontside  of  the  itisarrectionary  States  provided  for  in  this 
traaly,  except  those  arising  npon  the  high  seas.  Can  it  be  supposed  fur  one  moi 
that  It  was  the  inteittion  of  the  high  contracting  parties  lo  enter  into  a  treaty  ti 
just  all  claims  of  their  respective  citizens,  and  then  by  the  t<  " 


clnde  the  only  claims  that  could  possibly  arise  t  The  proposition  is  too  absurd  to  re- 
quire serious  argnment.  And  yet  this  must  be  the  logical  and  inevitable  outcome  at 
iLb  doctrine  laid  down  by  counsel  for  the  United  States.     It  would  reduce  the  treaty 


to  the  level  of  a  bargain  or  dicker  between  highwaymen  ;  it  would  make  it  aL 

msDt  to  deceive  and  disappoint  the  Just  expectations  of  honest  cloimauts.    But,  worse 
than  that,  it  would  cover  with  reproach  and  disgrace  two  great  and  proud  States. 

The  laDgnage  of  the  treaty  clearly  meant  the  territory  of  the  United  States  as  known 
sod  claimed.  It  had  no  reference  to  the  temporary  occupancy  of  tbe  Coo  federates ; 
sU  the  claims  aroiie  iu  the  Southern  States.  They  were  tliH  results  of  the  condict  to 
s  certain  extent,  fur  without  it  they  would  not  have  arisen  ;  and  they  arose  under  an 
infinitely  varied  condition  of  affairs;  some  of  them  the  im^vitable  accideuts  of  war — 
the  properly  was  sometimes  destroyed  by  actual  iionflict ;  the  bursting  shell  fired  the 
boDse  or  consumed  the  contents  of  the  gin  or  su^ar  refinery. 

If,  however,  counsel  for  the  United  States  is  in  error,  and  counsel  for  the  FrencU 
Republic  Is  correct  iu  the  views  hfrein  eKpresJte<l  in  reference  to  the  alatus  of  French 
citizens  living  in  Louisiana  during  the  late  oivll  war,  there  are  some  ci>nnt«r  proiiosi- 
tians  which  may  be  properly  advanced,  and  which  should  be  adopted  by  this  Com- 
minioQ,  either  in  terms  or  substantially.  And  in  res|>nusu  to  the  concluding  argu- 
loeats  of  the  counsel  for  the  United  Stales,  1  beg  to  submit  the  loltowiug  propusitious 
00  behalf  of  the  French  Republic; 

1.  Under  international  law,  oh  well  as  by  provJHiuns  of  succCHsive  treaties  between 
thr  United  Stales  ard  France,  and  particularly  by  proviHinus  of  the  Treaty  of  Janu- 
tryl5.  19W,  tbe  United  Slates  is  liable  to  France  tor  injuries  to  the  persons  of  citi- 
irua  of  t'rance,  or  on  account  of  appropriafiiiu  of  pro[)erty  belongiug  to  the  citizens  of 
France,  being  neutral,  by  officers  and  soldiers  of  tbe  United  Stales,  if  committed  be~ 
tvcen  the  13th  of  April,  1661,  and  the  ^Oth  of  August,  1866,  upon  tbe  high  seas  or 
within  the  territory  of  the  United  States. 

"i.  The  United  States  is  liable  to  France  forocts  committed  against  tbe  persons  and 
property  of  citizens  nf  France,  being  ueutriil.  by  agents  and  employ^  of^tlie  United 
Ktstes,  if  committed  lietiveen  the  Iltth  of  April,  It^l,  aud  the  JOth  of  August,  lcl66, 
span  tbe  high  seas  or  within  tbu  territory  of  the  United  States." 

The  majority  of  tbe  Cuiumission,  Barou  de  Aritios  and  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Aldis,  reuderisd  a  decisiou  iu  tbese  words : 
In  this  case,  upon  the  facta  before  us,  we  are  not  prepared  to  bold  that,  at  the 

trial  JuriadinlioD  or 
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ThereapoD  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  entered  the  followiag 
motion : 

And  D 

Commtn 
rBasouB,  that  ia 

1.  Tltat  tht)  KTonad  on  whlcli  [t  was  rendered  ia  that  ths  Conimiuion  wm  "  not 
prepared  to  hold  that  at  the  tiiaie  of  the  liiirnin)(  of  the  cotton  the  place  waa  witbin 
the  territorial  JurisdiotioD  of  the  United  States,"  and  that  th«  qnestion  thusniMl 
re^ta  on  the  vouBtrnction  of  part  of  Article  I  of  the  cciiiveutii<n. 

3.  That  the  words  "  terrilnrial  jnriadictlun  of  the  United  States"  are  construed 
in  such  a  way  as  to  conflict  with  the  njeniiiDg  of  the  word  "  territoire,"  used  in  tbs 
French  text  of  the  conventiiiu. 

3.  Tbal  no  declnion  cati'  be  rendered  in  this  individual  cnsA  until  the  hish  con- 
tracting parties  shall  have  determined  the  meaning  of  the  words  "tcrritorikl  jnria- 
diotioil  "  "  temtoire,"  as  u»ed  in  the  English  and  in  the  French  text  of  the  cod- 
Teotlon  of  JaniiBTj-  15,  IsSO. 

He  then  Hske<l  the  OommissiOD  to  make  an  order  in  the  form  foUov- 
ing: 

WhereaR  the  conuset  for  the  United  States  bos  sulimitted  tothishouorableCoiiiDiis- 
slotl,  on  behalf  of  the  United  State's,  a  certain  coutruction  nf  the  words  "terrllorj*' 
«tid  "  territorial  jurisdiclion,"  nsed  in  Article  I  of  the  ouuvenlion  of  January  15,  IttoO, 
fietween  France  and  the  United  States; 

And  whereas  the  counsel  for  Ihe  French  Repnhlic  has  opposed  said  intended  coo- 
struutioii  a«  contrary  to  the  true  itileut  and  meaning  of  the  conventiou  of  JanDarr  15, 
1880,  and  uu  the  gronnd  that  it  limits  Iji^  jurisdiutiou  granted  to  this  CiinimixaioD  ; 
and  also  on  the  further  ground  that  the  words  "  territorial  J  uriadictiou  of  tbe  UuiKd 
States"  are  construed  as  couflictiug  with  the  word  "  territoire,".  used  in  the  French 
tuit  of  the  convention  : 

It  in  ordered  that  the  whole  q  a  est)  on  thus  raised  by  thecouuselfarthe  UnilAd  State* 
be  referred  to  the  high  cnntractiug  parties  tor  the  determination  of  the  insuea  (hat 
presented  ;  and  that,  nntil  tbeir  lieciaion  bos  biten  n^ceived  by  this  CommiuioD,  no 
cose  in  which  tbe  constrnoliou  of  the  words  thus  nsed  in  tbe  treaty  is  necesMiy  to 
itM  detetmintttiou  ehall  be  considered  and  adjudicated  by  this  Coiuoiisaiou. 

In  SQpport  uf  these  motions  the  Marquis  de  Obambrnu  said: 

1  do  not  propone  to  speak  on  these  motions.  I  will  confine  myself  to  the  reading 
of  tbe  foUowing  statement: 

"Tbe  andemigned,  oonnsel  for  tbe  French  Repnbtio,  respectfully  subraits  to  tfait 
honorable  Commisaion  tbe  following  pointa  in  support  of  his  motion : 

"  1.  ThedeciuoD  rendered  in  the  case  of  Joseph  Choureau,  No.  i3,  t«Dds  tontabliiti 
a  certain  jurisprudence  in  regard  to  tbe  meaning  of  the  words  '  territorial  jarisdiB- 
tion  of  the  Uniteil  States'  as  used  in  Article  I  of  the  treaty,  which  couflieta  with  tbe 
aeuse  tn  which  said  words  are  used  in  public  law. 

"2.  It  also  couflicta  with  the  French  text  of  theconventioD  of  Jannaryl&,lS80,  which 
contains  the  words  '  t«rritoire  des  Etats  Unis.' 

"3.  The  argumentsof  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  in  tbe  cases  of  Anna  Tidal  t. 
The  United  Stales,  No.  24,  of  Pierre  Fetrequin  n.  The  United  States,  No.  38,  and  of 
Baptists  La nga  s.  The  United  States,  No.  39,  are  fonnded  in  part  on  the  above-quoted 
decision,  and  they  contain  general  propositions  which  are  intended  to  be  drawn  b; 
way  of  deduction  from  the  said  decision,  to  wit,  "that  the  Qnvernment  of  the  United 
Slates  is  not  liable  for  a  lossof  property,  if  the  property  at  the  time  the  loss  ooentrcd 
was  not  within  the  territorial  Jurisdiction  of  tbe  United  States.' 

"4.  That  if  this  decision  slult  prevail,  the  claims  which  it  was  intended  by  the 
high  contracting  parties  should  be  disposed  of  through  the  instrii mentality  of  this 
Commission  would  remain  in  abeyance,  and  a  large  m^ority  of  said  claims  would  be 
thrown  out. 

"5.  That  the  practical  result  of  the  ailoptiou  of  the  proposition  preaeuted  by  the 
«oausel  for  the  United  States  would  actually  roTerse  tbe  views  of  toe  high  eonlraet- 
log  parties  as  laid  down  in  the  convention  of  Januan  15,  liMO. 

"  a.  That  this  bononible  Commission  has  allowed  the  counsel  for  the  United  Slatrs 
to  submit  his  views  as  far  as  applicable  to  certain  oases  now  submitted  to  this  Com- 
uiission. 

"7.  That  arguments  have  been  also  subinitted  by  counsel  for  the  French  Repobllo. 

■'  For  these  several  reasons,  and  also  for  additional  reasons  to  be  stated  hereaner, 
Ifrequlrod,  the  nudersigned  most  respectfully  requests  this  honorable  Cotnmiwiou  to 
grant  his  motion." 
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These  motioDS  having  been  granted,  and  the  subject  having  been  re- 
ferred to  the  two  Governments,  correspondence  took  place  between  the 
Secretary  or  State  of  the  United  Statea  and  the  minister  of  the  French 
Repnblic  resident  at  Washingtou,  the  result  of  which  was  contained  in 
th«  letter  of  ttie  Secretary  of  Stat«  to  Mr.  Outrey,  dated  May  9, 1882,  as 
follows : 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  ackiiDirlBdxe  tbe  ivct-ipt  of  your  note  nf  thn  @th  Mny, 
IcM,  In  relntion  tn  the  inter|iretntioli  nf  the  troaty  between  tbe  I'uiteil  States  aDd 
Fnnce,  conclnded  January  15,  IS>H),  which  was  referred  lo  the  two  GovemnieDtH  by 
the  CoiuminHion. 

VVithout  aaseating  to  the  iDference  which  posaibly  niitcht  be  drawn  from  aamo 
noii-esuiutikl  oUsHrvutinn  of  yonr  note,  I  And  Ihac  we  ^re  in  nuliHtaiicf  agreed  as  to 
the  corroet  interprvtatiou  of  that  portion  of  thr  frealy  to  which  thin  eotreapondenoe 
rtUlM  and  which  was  the  nnbject  of  onr  conversation. 

1  am  glad,  in  cuinpliancu  with  your  ivqneHt,  tu  Ntato  the  nnderstaniliii)!;  arrived  at 
b«tw«en  us.  The  ttxaioinaliou  which  I  have  made  of  thu  negntiutionB  preliminary  to 
Ihr  treaty,  and  of  each  text,  convinces  me  that  the  wonts  "  territorial  jnriadictiuD," 
nhrD  nsrd  in  the  fimt  article  of  tbe  treaty,  were  intended  h>  have  tbe  force  of  the 
void  "  territury,"  which  in  in  fact  uned  in  the  Frencli  text.  So  far  as  tbe  deoiaioQ  in 
tbe  Cbnnrreaii  case  wan  iti  conflict  with  this  definition  of  the  words  territurlal  jiiris- 
iliction.  as  bring  synonyinniis  with  the  word  terHloire  in  the  French  teit,  it  failed  to 
ran}'  ODt  (he  purjioseK  of  the  two  Govern meuts,  and  should  be  corrected. 

I  dfisire,  however,  in  order  that  it  may  be  u  complete  nnilerstiindin);  oa  this  point, 
(0 state  that  1  do  not  oipresa  any  opinion  as  to  the  validity  of  claims  which  ftrose 
inlbat  partof  the  territory  of  the  United  iitates  which  was  in  rebellion  at  tbe  time 
tbt  claims  are  alleged  to  have  arii«n,  bnt  leave  such  claiuts  to  be  decldi'd  in  each 
uaeby  the  Coniuiiatiion  in  acconlance  with  the  rnles  of  public  law,  of  JusttM,  and  of 
tiiaity,  the  interprptation  now  given  to  tbe  treaty  notadiUug  force  to  claims  which, 
mewinird  by  those  rules,  may  t>n  invalid. 

Acctpt,  air,  the  renewed  amnranve  of  my  highest  consideration. 

FRED'K  T.  FRELINGHUYSEN. 

Mr.  M4SIME  OiTTREr,  4-e. 

The  qnestion  of  territorial  jurisdiction  and  liability  having  thus  been 
disposed  of,  tbe  case  of  Ohourrean  was  considered  upon  its  merits  and 
ao  award  was  made  in  the  sum  of  9970. 

YiDAL  n.  Thb  United  States,  No.  24. 

Tbe  memorialist  presented  a  claim,  as  widow  of  Bonaventure  Vidal  and 
as  administratrix  of  his  estate,  for  the  appropriation  of  a  quantity  of 
growing  vegetables,  valued  at  (6,885.  The  deceased  was  a  gardeaer, 
engaged  in  raising  vegetables  for  the  New  Urlcans  market.  The  evi- 
dence showed  that  the  losses  sustained  by  Vidal  were  due  to  unanthor- 
ized  acts  of  pillage  by  soldiers  of  the  United  States  Army. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  memorialist  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  Slates  was  liable  for  tbe  acts  of  the  troops,  whether 
BpeciBu  authority  could  be  sho*n  or  not. 

Oil  the  part  of  tbe  United  States  it  was  claimed  that  the  Govemmeut 
'as  not  bable  unless  the  authority  for  the  taking  was  clearly  proved. 

The  claim  was  disallowed  by  a  majority  of  the  GomniiBSion.Barou  de 
AriDoe  and  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldts.    They  say : 

In  tbia  case  we  are  not  able  to  And  the  facta  proved  aa  claimed  by  the  luemorialist. 
Tie  claim  does  not  ariio  from  actn  committed  by  the  civil  or  military  authorities  of 
llw  Uaited  States,  and  the  acta  comniitteil  uiust  be  conai<lered  an  mere  nota  of  jiillage. 

It  was  understood  that  the  majority  of  the  Commission  held  that 
specific  authority  for  the  taking  niat<t  be  shown,  or  it  must  appear  from 
the  evidence  that  the  ailicles  titken  were  appropriated  to  the  use  of  the 
army,  and  that  they  were  such  as  were  necessary  for  the  support  of  the 
army. 
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Bbbtband  V.  The  TJnited  States,  No.  345. 

The  claimaut'a  meuiorial  contained  a  sohedule  of  articles  allefred  to 
have  been  taken  or  destroyed  l).v  the  army  of  the  United  States  in  April, 
18G4,  at  his  residence,  in  the  piirish  of  Natchit^wheB,  Loaisiana. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  couniu-l  for  the  United  States  that,  as  the  prop- 
erty was  destroyed  upon  the  tlieater  of  war  and  while  hostilities  were 
flagrant,  the  Government  of  the  United  States  was  not  liable  for  the 
damages  unstained  by  the  meiiiorialiet. 

The  Ooiamissios  made  au  awjird  in  fxvor  of  the  claimant  in  the  anm 
of  t4,800,  which  was  nnderstuod  to  be  in  compensation  for  a  qnantity  of 
cf'tton  that  was  destroyed  by  order  of  the  officers  of  the  army,  and 
through  fear  that,  if  not  destroyed,  it  would  &11  into  the  haodii  of  the 
Con  fell  erate  authorities. 

The  Commissioner  for  the  United  States  assented  to  the  award  apon 
the  ground  that  the  rule  established  in  the  case  of  Chourreaa  justified 
and  required  the  allowance  to  Bertrand. 


It  was  stated  in  the  memorial,  or  shown  by  the  proofs,  that  the  claim- 
ants were  the  owners  of  107  bales  of  lint  cotton,  of  tlie  value  in  the 
aggregate  of  tl4,029.63;  that  said  cotton  was  in  the  city  of  Mobile,  in 
the  State  of  Alabama,  and  that  42  bales  thereof  were  stored  in  the 
"City  Warehouse,"  25  bates  uc  the  "Okalona  Press,"  and  40  bales  at 
the  "  Union  Press,"  and  that  in  consequence  of  an  explosion  of  fixed 
ammnnition  which  occurred  in  that  cttj  May  25, 1865,  the  said  ware- 
houses and  their  contents  were  destroyed  by  Are. 

The  testimony  in  the  case  showed  that  upon  the  fall  of  Mobile,  which 
took  place  April  12,  1865,  tlie  commander  of  the  United  States  Army 
placed  guards  around  certain  warehouses  in  which  cotton  was  stored. 
The  owners  were  extiluded  fi-om  the  warehouses  in  which  the  cotton 
was  stored,  and  they  had  no  opportunity  either  to  protect  it  or  to  re- 
more  it.    The  warehouse- kee[>i'r,  in  his  testimony,  said: 

T1l«r«  were  guards  of  Boltlieni  put  over  all  the  warebonses  of  cotton  ia  the  city  of 
Hnliile,  actiii);  onder  the  mithoritii'H  of  the  Government  of  the  United  StatMAtinj, 
then  ID  poDaeaeioi]  of  the  city. 

Of  the  cotton  so  held  more  than  9,000  bales  were  destroyed  hy  the 
explosion  which  took  place  the  25th  of  May,  1865,  and  the  cotton  of  the 
claimants  was  a  part  of  the  cotton  so  destroyed.  The  evidence  showed 
that  the  cause  of  the  explosion  was  the  accidental  dropping  of  a  shell 
by  a  soldier,  which  exploded  and  set  fii^e  to  the  buildings  in  the  neigh- 
borhood. 

Upon  the  same  titate  of  factM  the  same  question  was  raised  in  the  case 
of  Pliillippi  T.  The  United  States,  No.  lliO.  In  the  argument  of  that 
case  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  presented  the  following  riewe 
to  the  Commission : 

Tli«  teHtirnouf  Nhnws  tli»t  upon  t1it>  fall  of  Moliltv,  which  took  p1ac»  April  12,  W&i 
thn  corn  manlier  of  the  United  !jtnti">  Army  plHced  k"&i^h  around  certHiu  warehviaur* 
in  nhli'b,  UB  ivas  understood,  oottiiu  naa  ntored.  It  dix-s  not  apiiear  ihat  poweMJoa 
WM  ever  taktn  of  the  uottvii  liy  iin.v  exmniuation  of  il,  or  by  nt4ai]ming  the  cnstoilf 
of  it  in  the  xense  uf  taking  the  ke.vit  of  tile  warohouBes  or  displacing  the  warehoiur- 
kevpera  who  may  have  Itad  the  wnrphotiBes  in  (■biir>;i'.  As  far  aa  the  reount  dJMJowF* 
the  tTuntiactioD,  the  comniandioK  grnvral  did  only  that  in  reference  lo  the  iraivbontM 
that  offlcera  of  the  Army  nere  ucciiHtoiiied  to  do  npon  tlie  Iheatrr  of  vrar^piotert  aa 
far  as  tliey  were  able  private  property  fVoni  depredation  by  the  mub  or  liy  aoldlen, 
>nd  from  the  accidents  and  casualtiea  of  war. 
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It  ii  to  be  coDsidet«<I  that  at  that  ti 

bMo  declared  nor  established.     The  o _. . .  .. „r 

(St.  30),  shows  coooluMvelv  that  it  wna  the  iiolicy  of  the  Governnient  !o  rettpect  pri- 
Ml*  property  and  to  transfer  the  nueetion  of  owuerghip  to  the  civil  aiithorities. 

In  rontemplAtiou  of  law  there  wan  no  seizure  of  the  Phillippi  cnttflo.  In  the  cam 
of  Pelhaiii  r.  Rose  (9  Wall.,  p.  lOti)  the  coiiitsay; 

"By  the  seicure  of  a  thinf;  is  Dicaut  the  takiug  of  a  thiii|{  iuto  possession,  the  man- 
ner of  which,  and  whether  actual  or  constructive,  depending  upon  the  nature  of  tha 
thing  seized ;  as  app1ie<l  to  subjects  capable  of  miiuual  delivery  the  terni  means  cap- 
tion—the physical  taking  iuto  custody." 

And  tbey  say  further: 

"In  the  case  at  bar  a  visible  thinj;  capable  of  physical  possession  is  the  snhject  of 
Ibe  lilMl." 

In  the  cose  of  Phillippi  the  cotton  was  a  visible  thinf;  capable  of  physical  posscB- 
«lon  sud  manifestly  the  snbject  of  caption,  which  in  law  means  the  actual  takins,  aa 
IbcKJziire  of  a  penton.  In  order  to  make  the  Goverument  of  the  United  filates  liable 
in  the  ease  at  bar  two  thinf;a  must  appear:  (1)  That  an  order  was  issned  by  the  officer 
cooimaDdiog  at  Mobile,  or  by  some  officer  duly  authorised  in  the  premises,  directing 
ta  sctaal  seiinre  in  the  sense  in  which  the  word  is  defined  by  the  Supreme  Coart  in 
tbs  case  mentioned,  and  (S)  an  execution  of  that  order  by  the  actual  takiug  of  the 
pmprrty  in  the  same  sense. 

Ii'tun  the  evitteuoe  neither  of  the.qe  two  cnuditions  is  found  to  exinl.  There  is  uo 
evidence  that  any  order  was  issued  by  General  Canhy,  or  by  any  other  officer  dtlly 
inthorized  thereto,  to  make  captiin  of  the  cotton ;  and,  secoodty,  there  is  not  only 
no  evidence  tending  to  show  that  caption  of  the  property  was  made,  but  the  evi- 
dence is  conclusive  that  no  act  touching  the  condition  of  the  cotton  was  performed  b; 
inyofBcerorsoldierofthe  Army  of  the  United  States. 

InasiDuch  as  this  claimant  ohnse  to  make  nn  investment  in  that  Bi>ecies  of  prop' 
ertf  which  was  employed  by  the  Confederate  anlhorltiee  in  snstaiutng  its  credit 
ibtoadand  maintaining  its  armies  at  home,  and  inasmuch  as  she  was  within  the  Juris-  ' 
dlctiou  of  Ihe  United  States,  and  therefore  had  leeal  knowledge  of  the  laws  and 
ngiilst Lotin  fi>r  the  condiiot  of  the  war,  and  inasmuch  as  she  chose  la  mix  that  prop- 
rity  with  other  property  of  the  same  kind,  beloaeiag  either  to  the  Confederate 
i;orernmenI  or  to  persons  citizens  of  thn  United  Statos,  and  then  subject  to  its 
■otbority,  she  cannot  now  complain  that  the  Army  of  the  United  States  was  employed 
to  guard  and  protect  that  property  in  moss,  for  the  twofold  purpose  of  preserving  it 
from  destruction  and  of  securing  to  the  Oovernment  of  the  United  States  whatever 
riglita  of  property  inigbt  ultimately,  upon  investigation,  be  establiibed  in  its  behalf. 

The  destraction  of  the  warehouses  and  cotton  was  an  accident,  und  one  of  the 
incidenlsor  war  by  which  property  was  lost,  aad  the  loss  must  rest  where  it  fell. 

The  Govern  tueu  t  of  the  Uuil«d  States  never  attempted  to  appropriate  this  property 
la  iuoirn  use.  but  only  to  gnanl  and  protect  it  for  (lie  tuna  boiug. 

lathis  view  of  the  case  the  conusel  for  the  Uoiteil  States  maintains  that  even  if  it 
■bcnld  be  the  Juilgment  of  the  Com'nissl<in  that  the  claimant  is  a  French  citizen,  it  is 
yet  true  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  is  not  linHle  nuder  the  treaty  for 
the  loss,  it  not  havini;  arisen  from  any  net  of  the  civil  or  military  authorities  of  the 
Qoveniuieut  of  the  United  States,  but,  on  the  contrary,  ttom  an  acoident  and  an  inoi- 
dent  of  war  over  which  Deitller  the  civil  nor  military  authorities  of  the  Governmeiit 
at  Ihe  United  States  had  any  control,  and  which,  ludeed,  they  were  powerless  to 
prevent. 

In  tbePbitlippi  case  the  special  counsel  for  tbe  claimant  snbmicted  in 
reply  the  folloriog  argument : 

L'[>on  the  express  terms  of  the  treaty  we  maintain  that  the  proi>erty  of  this  non- 
resident nenlral  was  protected  by  the  principle  of  "  public  law,  justice,  and  equity." 

The  prajterty  was  lawfully  acquired  by  her.  She  was  in  full  possession  of  it  in  a 
warehouse  which  pro  hoc  rt'is  was  hers.  She  was  dispossessed  by  the  military  au- 
Ihotily  un  I'jtb  of  April,  and  excluded  from  all  control  over  it,  and  this  continued 
[o£i(1i  of  May,  when  the  viptosion  took  place  which  di^troyed  it.  In  all  this  time, 
H«iDg  the  danger  to  whiuli  the  property  was  expose^l,  she  may  have  made  such 
disposition  of  it  by  removal  or  sale  as  would  have  avoided  loss  to  her.  It  is  no  an- 
swer to  say  (hat  it  is  uncertain  she  may  have  dune  either. 

The  teizure  of  all  the  warehoases,  containing  IT ,07^  bales  of  cnttun,  was  of  advau- 
Uge  to  the  Government,  as  it  enabled  it  to  secure  such  pnrtious  as  belonged  to  the 
b<Mtile  organization  aud  to  those  who  snstaiued  it.  All  that  was  not  destroyed  was 
delivered  by  the  provost- marshal  to  Capt.  Samuel  Lappin,  and  by  him  transferred,  as 
the  law  directed,  to  the  special  agents  of  the  Trensu^. 

If  we  are  right  in  the  contention  that  the  property  of  the  olaimant  was  pro- 
tected liy  the  principles  of  "pnbliclaw,  Justice,  and  equity"  applioable  to  the  cmo, 

H.  Ex.  235 8  A>OQ[e 


114  FBENCH  AND  AMKBICAN   CLAIMS  C0UHI8810N. 

then,  npan  undisputed  lav,  the  depriviof;  her  of  tbs  custody  and  control  of  it  charn* 
the  Qovernment  with  the  responsibility  of  restoiing  the  property,  or  Bccoantiag  tor 

It  Ih  of  no  con»eqneiice  to  the  clalniant  Ihst  the  loss  has  been  occasioned  by  one  csnw 
or  by  another.  If  her  cotton  liad  been  part  of  that  testitled  to  have  been  shipprd, 
and  Dsil  been  lost  by  the  purils  of  the  sea,  or  if,  after  delivery  to  the  Treasury  jtccnt, 
lie  had  sold  it  and  converted  the  proceeds  to  his  own  usi-,  in  either  case  it  vonTd  b» 
no  ansner  lo  say  the  Oovemment  has  not  received  any  benefit  from  the  wirnre. 

It  is  on  this  view  of  the  case  we  have  not  deemed  it  essi-niisl  to  no  into  the  iuvMli- 
gation  of  the  facts  atti-i,ding  the  great  expiosiou,  by  which  so  much  property  va«  de- 
stroyed and  so  many  lives  lost,  for  the  purpose  of  demoustrstiDg  that  it  resulted  fion 
the  Krosseat  negligi-uce. 

The  claim  now  made  is  for  cotton,  but  it  staUds  on  the  satue  ground  Duderlhe 
treaty,  an<l  must  therefore  be  regarded  in  the  same  mauner  as  if  it  were  for  so  many 
bushels  ef  corn  oi  of  wheat. 

Neither  the  abandoned  nor  captured  property  act,  nor  any  other  act  of  Congnsi, 
differs  cotton  from  any  otlier  product. 

We  conctuile  by  saying  that  if  by  "the  humane  maxims  of  the  modem  law  of  na- 
tions the  private  property  nfnosoom^fasU  Is  exempt  from  capture  as  booty  of  VK," 
it  Deeds  no  argument  for  the  position  that  a/orfiori  such  exempilou  most  beeitcudsd 
to  the  property  of  a  noti-raident  neutral. 

The  coanael  in  the  ease  of  Bercier  and  Laborde  claimed  that — 

3n  has  been  treat«d  by  all  partis* 

Eeneral  in  command,  by  his  quarrorin aster,  liy  the  quar- 
ora  GeuerdL  Cauby  gave  niitiiie  that  he  had  ordered  all 
cotton  captured  in  Mobile  to  be  sent,  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  wheu  he  onlvred  Geo- 
era!  Van  Vliet  to  turn  it  over  to  theTreosury  agent,  and  finiiily  by  the  Court  I'fClaiini 
in  ordering  the  proceeds  to  be  paid  ovrr  to  the  claimants,  and  by  the  Secretary  of  tbs 
Treasury  when  he  reported  to  Congress  on  the  subjimt.  In  giving  the  above  judg- 
ments of  the  Court  ol  Claims  th«  Secretary  says  to  Congress,  "Statement  C  coutaius 
a  list  of  awards  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Ciaiitis  for  the  proceeds  of  capUirod 
or  abaudiined  property,  under  the  avt  of  March  I'J,  l&XS,  presented  lo  and  paid  by  ths 
Treasury  Departmeut  up  to  June  30,  ID7B." 

In  both  the  cases  mentioned  the  claim  of  the  memorialist  wan  disal- 
lowed, and  tt[>oii  tbe  groand,  as  it  whs  undersrood,  that  (he  (Jovero- 
meut  of  tbe  Uuiled  Stutes  was  not  halde  for  the  pecuuiary  losses  caused 
by  the  explosion  of  the  ^th  of  May,  1805. 

Etiennb  Deebeo  v.  The  United  States,  No.  339. 

Tliia  memorialist  was  the  publisher  and  editor  of  two  newspapers- 
one  printed  in  the  French  langaa^e  and  culled  "  L'Eclio  du  Piicifir)ne," 
the  other  in  the  Spanish  latit^uage  and  called  "El  Ecu  del  Pacidw,'* 
and  both  printi-d  at  San  FranciKCo,  California.  The  <lay  folluwinf;  the 
oight  of  the  assassination  of  Pretiident  Lincoln  a  mob  suiTonudtHl  the 
ofUce  of  Derbuc  and  threatt-ued  destruction  to  the  establishment;  but 
the  vanse  of  the  public  hostility  to  Derhec  eras  nut  made  known  rleurly 
by  the  testimony.  It  appeared,  however,  to  be  due  to  an  im|>nfM'i<'i> 
that  be  had  been  unfriendly  to  the  cause  of  the  Union,  or  that  be  bud 
favored  the  occu]iatH>u  of  Mexico  by  Maximilian,  or  tliat  he  had  enter- 
tained views  upon  both  sulijcets  contrary  to  the  public  seiitiiuenl  of 
the  masses  of  the  people  in  tiau  Fraucisco.  lu  bis  memorial  the  ulaitu- 
aotsaya  that — 

When  Ibe  news  of  tbe  aaeassioatioi)  of  President  Lincoln  reached  San  Francisro, 
a  prolouud  ft^eliiigof  rr);rut  whs  excited  in  the  pupuliiliou  of  tlie  city,  which  ■asiD- 
flamed  in  the  miiuls  ol  ii  lurge  iiiu-h  vt  lurbiili'ut  persons  iulo  a  dcxirv  r»r  riot  ami 
destruction,  and  ubicb  speedily  broke  out  in  thi-  aliackof  aiiiob  n)>oii  Kevcrai  iin>Me 
paper  entubiiBbitieulH  whose  piililieiilimisu-ere in  l£ngiiBli,aud  lluatl.v  led  to  an  oHaiilt 
npou  Ibe  esIubliBhineiit  of  yi>ur  nieinoriulist,  when  a  liirge  niui-s  of  exeiti'd  nii-n  np- 
peared  sadileiily  beiiire  ihe  iiiiiitiii^  ;iiid  iniblicallonofliceof  t'liirnieinntiHlint'itni'ivt- 
papeni,  llie  "Ki'lio  dn  I'ui'iliqitu"  and  Iho  ''Ei'uilel  riicitico,"itvoHinK  luiioly  tbfilf- 
terminuliiiu  to  sack  aiiil  deniniy  ii,  thrrateniu^  the  life  of  your  memurialist,  wltich 
for  several  hunrs  was  thus  placed  in  immiueut  peril. 
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He  aim  ststea,  what  appeared  from  tlie  testimony,  that  for  the  pro- 
lectioD  of  the  memorialist  and  bis  property  the  premises  were  taken 
liosseseion  of  by  a  force  of  United  State  troops  auder  commandof  Major- 
Ueneral  McDoifell.  The  record  showed  that  the  troops  retained  pos- 
Kessiou  of  the  premises  until  the  4tfa  dny  of  the  following  May,  when 
they  were  restored  to  Derbec.  Upon  the  restoration  of  the  pri-mise^  the 
types  were  in  confusion,  the  property  had  been  wasted  in  various  ways, 
aiid  its  valae  diminished.  Derbec,  in  his  testimony  used  before  the 
Oommissiou,  stated  that  the  mob  made  no  entry  of  the  premises,  and 
that  no  damage  was  done  by  them ;  but  that  the  injury  to  his  property 
was  by  the  neglect  and  misconduct  of  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  the 
Army  of  the  tjnite«l  8t»tee,  who  had  possession  of  the  premiseu  from 
(he  middle  of  April  to  the  4tb  day  of  May. 

The  27th  day  of  March,  1868,  an  act  was  passed  by  the  legislature  of 
tha  State  of  California,  which  provided : 

WheoeTer  any  biiitding  or  other  real  or  personal  property  sbatl  be  or  abkll  bar* 
been  deatrojed  or  injured  in  consequence  of  any  moli  or  riot,  tb«  cit;  or  county  in 
■Lieh  mch  property  wax  sltaated  shall  be  liable,  in  an  action  by  or  io  iKbalf  of  the 
putj  whose  properly  was  thus  destroyed  or  injured,  for  the  dnroagea  sustained  by 
maon  thereof. 

After  the  piissage  of  this  act  Derbec  brought  suit  against  the  city  of 
San  Francisco.  His  bill  of  complaint  set  forth,  first,  the  destruction  of 
the  property;  second,  the  destnictionof  bin  industry —or,  in  other  words, 
the  Talae  of  bis  subscription  list — and  generally  his  grounds  of  com- 
plaint. At  the  trial  the  court  ruled  that  evidence  could  not  be  iutro- 
liuced  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  value  of  the  subscHption  list,  or 
the  business  of  Derbec  with  reference  to  the  loss  of  profits  in  conse- 
qaence  of  the  destruction  of  his  papers,  and  that  riicovery  could  be  had 
only  for  the  value  of  property  destroyed.  The  jury  found  for  the  plaint- 
iff iu  the  sum  of  $7,500.  The  bill  of  complaint  was  signed  by  Derbec, 
and  under  oath,  and  in  that  bill  of  complaint  be  said : 

That  on  the  l&tb  day  of  April,  \Vf&,  aforesaid,  and  while  the  said  plaiDlifT  was 
nxniiirii  and  rn);aKed  in  editiii|[,  printing;,  ami  piiblisbinK  Haid  uewspaporn,  Ihe  Coho 
du  Puritione  and  Eco  drt  Paclfico,  a  targe  niliulier  of  riotous  and  disordtrly  jrersona 
•fSK-niblnl  and  gathered  togKther  and  fiiruied  a  mob  or  a  riot ;  that  saitl  peraoiis,  when 
■<)  formed  into  a  mob  or  riot,  with  force  and  arms,  forced  themtBlves  iutu  the  prein- 
!>«■  and  printing  rslablishment  of  said  plaintiiF,  O'Ciipied  by  bim  and  drscrilied  as 
afomiaid,  injured,  scatterpd  about,  mixed  up.nmldeHtioyed  all  tbe  types  nsHd  for  the 
I>riiilin^  nud  pulili-hiug  of  said  newspapers,  the  Echo  ilu  Pacifiqne  and  Euo  del  Pa- 
ciGoi,  and  aisii  injnred  anil  destroyed  mnch  of  the  printing  materials  used  for  the  pur- 
poses aforesaid,  which  said  types  and  printing  luaieriuls  this  plaintiff  bod  been  con- 
blaatlj  engaged  in  collecting  for  the  space  of  thirteen  vears. 

The  claim  of  Derbec  was  stated  in  the  memorial  in  these  words :  "By 
the  toss  consequent  upon  the  destruction  ot  his  business  as  proprietor 
and  publixlier  of  the  two  uewspaiters,  sixty  thousand  dollars."  .For  the 
value  of  the  property  he  made  no  claim,  as  he  had  received  full  com- 
pensation therefor  ntider  the  verdict  of  the  jury. 

Upon  the  facts  thtis  disclosed  it  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for 
Ihe  United  States  that  the  Government  was  not  liable,  and  ui>on  three 
jH'ouuds:  (1)  That  it  appearsfi'om  the  testimony  given  by  Derbec  iuthe 
eqnity  proceedings  under  the  statute  of  the  State  of  California  that  the 
(lestmction  of  bis  property  was  by  the  mob;  [2)  that  he  had  received 
con][)eusation  for  the  loss  of  property,  and  that  bis  claim  was  or  the 
I'lassthat  had  been  disjwsed  of  judlciiilly,  uiul  was  therefore  excluded 
from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  by  the  second  article  of  the 
treaty ;  and  (^)  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  if  liable  for 
the  value  of  the  property  destroyed,  would  not  be  liable  for  the  good 
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will  *>{  tiM;  lm.tibe»d  in  vhicb  Derbee  wa»  engaged  at  tbe  time  of  the 
d«— tni*rti'»rt. 

7hf.  daim  wajt  diiwllotred  by  tbe  JmipDMit  of  Baroa  d«  Arinos  and 
Mr.  O^mmi-vi'iner  AliU<.  The  rea.-wB.4  furthe  detruioa  were  not  afelgoed 
by  t)t<;  Comnmttioa.  mul  (htrreapi>a  the  eouiuel  lur  Ihtr  French  OorerQ- 
mriit  nM<le  an  appii'^ijuu  to  the  CoinmU^oii  '-to  state  the  grooodsof 
tb«  (iinallowaDc*  of  iht-  cUim."  That  ne^inest  was  complied  with,  and 
thf^  majority  of  the  CommissioD  made  (be  following  statement : 


I.  InlTTiational  turn mt —inn"  Ait  not  onatly  prt  ibe  nairm*  hr  t 
t%rrft  wtwrii  llw  drtrui'ib  *4>tiil>  opini  MMD«  principle  of  Uw  atiich  Uwf  Ibink  ought 
In  In-  ioxAk  known. 

Mnat  »r  tbe  fUM  anltraitlHt  ihtoIvf  onlj-  qacMiona  of  fact,  in  wkkh  thecMUBii- 
•iinii-Tii  wrtfth  Ibc  evldroc*-,  cousi'ltr  tbi^  circBiiuuanrs.  the  eiedibil)l7  oT  witiMMH, 
Ui<l  "■>  ilrri'le  D|i<>n  tbe  cltiin. 

\Vk  merfelaonnelTM  in  tbe  moat  amplemaaner  tbe  right  exeteiaedbjaJI  iotmu- 
titmal  iMuiiiniininrui  «r  ilnriiEiut;  fnr  onrvlvn  wbelber  to  fp\e  reaaona  or  not  tw  oar 
Affiniimit.  ami  iu  rha  eirrciw  of  tbe  ri^bt  rhall  tpkuiI  wbat  is  dne  t«  thtGoTcn- 
menta,  Ibr  claioiaiilH,  luil  t<i  I  lie  pmper  diapatch  or  tbe  bnaineaB  of  the  CuminiMioii. 

II.  In  (hia  raw-  Mr  I>rrliw  aayu  ibat  be  i*   rbatgrd   »itfa   penary,  visbM  to  know 

Ibe  uniiiuuH  of  inir  ilri-i-i m>  an  lo  aiicertain  shetbrr  tbe  ilecision  soatsia*  that  U- 

canaiion. 

We  T«Jr<-ied  hill  rlaim  iiihid  Ihit  )e">nnd  that  the  acta  were  coiamitted  by  a  mob  in 
■  riiit,  and  not  by  tbe  auili<>ri1t*-<t  of  tlw  United  Statea. 

Iti  biaatiil  aKBinst  (he  i-it.v  of  Kaa  Francisco  he  awute  that  a  mob  entered  hiapiint- 
iaK  n<tal>Ji»buieiit  anil  ■■  iirUceil,  iDJurcd.  acaltrred  aboDt,  niiied  np,  and  d«tnij«d 
bia  tf  pm  and  iniicli  of  the  prinliDK  materiala,  and  that  in  consenaence  uf  laid  mail- 
ciiiDH  act  at  mid  ni»b  bin  newa|>aprni  ceaaed,  to  eiiat,  and  the  vaiaable  contract  with 
Hr.Hari'lif  fur  prinlini;  paper  was  lost  to  him."    (See pp.  164  and  I65ortbereeoid.) 

We  tbunttlll  the  evideniv  and  all  the  pro  liabilities  siistaineil  and  MtabliBfaed  tb* 
aame  facta. 

This  won  a  iinesiion  of  fact,  nut  of  law ;  it  depended  npon  Ibe  eTidence,  and,  thti*- 
fore,  we  di-eiueil'il  noiieceBsary  to  )pve  our  reasons. 

VlBGINlK  DUTRIEUX  r,  ThE  UsITED  STATES,  No.  524. 

This  claimant  wan  the  owuer  of  two  bouses,  situated  in  the  city  (tf 
<JharIeHton,  South  Carolina.  During  tbe  bombardment  of  that  city  by 
the  for^s  of  the  United  States  these  houses  were  stmck  by  shells  and 
either  destroyed  or  injured  materially,  for  which  the  memorialist  claimed 
compensation  iu  the  sum  of  $6,000, 

Ui>on  thiu  Htatemeut  of  factsin  tbe  memorial  theconnsel  for  the  United 
BlaleH  interi>osed  a  demurrer,  and  upon  the  ground  that  "  the  iqjones 
compluined  of  were  tbe  result  of  the  ordinary  operations  of  war  and  the 
bombardment  of  an  enemy's  town." 

It  was  admitted  iu  the  opening  brief  of  the  counsel  for  the  claimaut 
that,  "viewed  from  tliestandpointofinternatioiial  law,  ■  •  •  there 
was  no  remedy  for  the  deHtinction  by  a  belligereut,  through  the  ordi- 
nary operations  oi  war,  of  the  |)roperty  of  a  loyal  citizen  or  an  alien 
lyiufc  within  the  field  of  tbe  war." 

By  tbe  Fourth  Article  of  the  convention  betweeb  the  United  States 
and  Fruiiee  the  Commissioners  wei'e  required  to  make  solemn  declara- 
tion that  they  would  "impartially  and  carefully  examine  and  decide, 
to  the  best  of  their  judgment  and  according  to  public  law,  justice,  aud 
etpiily,  without  fear,  favor,  or  aftection,  all  claims  within  the  descrip- 
tion and  true  meaning  of  Articles  I  and  II,  which  shall  be  laid  before 
them  on  the  jiart  of  the  Govtrruments  of  the  United  States  and  of  France, 
respectively." 

It  was  ctuimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  memorialist  that  the  phrase 
"  public  law  "  was  distingnishable  from  "  international  lav,**  and  that  it 
WHS  the  iotentiou  of  the  two  Oovernmenta  that  all  equitable  olaiou  on 
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the  part  of  citizODs  of  eitber  Uoreru intent  against  the  other  should  l>e 
recognized  by  the  Oommisflioii. 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  Stntes  that  the  words 
"  public  law  "  were  equivalent  in  meaning  to  tbe  words  "  iuternational 
law,"  and  that  the  Uommission  was  authorized  to  allow  such  claims 
only  as  had  be^n  recognized  by  international  law  and  tbe  usage  of 
nations  under  it  as  just  an<l  equitable  claims.  It  was  further  contended 
by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  the  destruction  of  jiroiierty  of 
citizens  and  residents  apon  the  theatre  of  war,  and  by  tbe  necessary 
movements  and  acts  of  the  belligerents,  was  not  the  subject  of  com|»en- 
aation.  The  counsel  for  the  United  States  referred  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  British  and  American  Claims  Commission  under  the  "  Treaty  of 
Washington,"  and  especially  to  the  case  of  Clcworth,  in  which  the 
Commissiooera  said:  "The  United  States  cannot  be  liable  for  any 
injnry  caused  by  the  shells  thrown  in  the  attacks  upon  Vicksbnrg." 

On  behalf  of  the  claimant  it  was  said  by  counsel : 

Someof  these  claimfl,  it  ia  ccincedpd,  irill  be  allowed.  Kiit  huv  T  Caq  it  lie  claimed 
Ibit  tbe  Convention  Intended  to  abrogate  "  the  coiiiiiiOD  law  of  war"  nB  to  certain 
cUneH  of  claiiDH,  and  leave  it  In  force  an  to  otbemf  If  that  wait  the  intentinn,  why 
*u  it  not  expreiieed  F  Wbj  leave  it  to  the  Cooiiuigsiou  to  eonjei'ture  what  clOMHoa  of 
«l«iai8  not  tenable  under  "  tbe  coiomon  law  of  war"  slioiild,  and  what  rlaswHi  of  sacb 
thiaie  ahonld  not,  lie  held  to  be  withiu  the  int«Dt  of  Ihu  Conveiittnu  f  Tbe  CuDven- 
(ioD  is  the  most  liberal  ever  adO}iled  ;  It  givea  the  Comniiwiioii  jiirindiction  in  case 
nf  all  iDJnrieH,  without  qualification,  RriHln>;  out  of  actn  committed  I>y  the  anthorities 
■>r  tbe  r»pei>tlve  Governments  daring  the  certain  periods  spevilied,  and  niihin  the 
territorial  limits  df  liRnated.  If  injiirie*i  arising  from  the  ordinarg  operaiiont  of  tear, 
thoDgti  anth  operations  were  had  by  the  authorities  of  (lOvernnieLt,  had  been  iu- 
teniled  to  be  exolndeil,  why  was  not  a  provlwlon  to  that  ctfeel  inserteil  in  the  Con- 
vention t  There  was  no  sncb  intention;  tbe  Injnriea  of  whiub  each  Government 
romplained  In  tbe  other  arose  alinost  entirely  uiit  of  aels  done  in  the  ordinary  opera- 
lion*  of  war;  actit  for  the  diiinages  ariHinj;  from  whirb  tbe  (Hilitlciil  departments 
nf  the  respective  Government^  in  tht  ahiie»ie  of  coRceiitioii,  would  not  and  could  not 
demand  redress.  It  was  to  ^medy  the  Injuries  thus  done  that  the  enlightened 
parties  to  Ihe  Convention,  in  tbi'  l>rnad,  civilized  spirit  of  the  day,  ^reed  to  foreso 
•rtting  up  the  narrow,  jealous  olijecIlouH  which  earlier  and  I<'S!i  advanced  ages  wonld 
have  sanrtioueil  as  justifiable  oltstatles  In  the  way  of  common  justice ;  tbe  "enlighten- 
ment'' of  each  party  in  the  premises  being,  however,  ehielly  due  to  (he  iHitent  eiiat- 
enreof  counter-claiuie. 

In  reply  it  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that — 

All  agreements  and  contracla  arc  entered  \nUi  with  the  law  of  the  land  in  view,  and 
are  governed  by  it.  All  treaties  are  made  Hnbji-ct  to  the  priuoiptm  of  public  law  as 
they  exist  at  the  date  of  the  treaty,  and  if  it  he  deaired  to  introdnee  a  new  and  hilli- 
ctto  unrecognized  principle  an  explicil  atateuient  to  that  effect  niuHt  1)u  made  and 
incorporated  in  the  Instrument. 

In  this  case  the  demurrer  was  sustained,  and  the  claim  was  dla- 
alloireil. 

DONALDSON VI LLE  CASES. 

De.  Denis  Mbng  v.  The  United  States,  No.  567. 

Dr.  Meng  claimed  compensation  for  two  houses  and  their  contents,  of 
tlie  valne,  au  was  alleged  in  the  memorial,  of  (2l>,3'20. 

The  facts  admitted  by  the  counsel  for  the  Unite<l  States,  or  proved, 
were  that  the  claimant  was  a  citizen  of  France,  and  that  be  was  such 
citizen  at  tbe  time  of  the  alleged  loss;  that  be  was  a  resident  at  Dun- 
aldsonville,  a  town  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Mississippi  River,  State  of 
Louisiana;  that  he  was  the  owner  of  certain  property  there ;  that  Ad- 
miral Farragut  was  then  in  command  of  the  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States  on  the  Lower  Mississippi  River,  and  opposite  to  the  parish  in 
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which  Donaldsonville  ia  situated :  that  the  transports  and  other  vemtk 
having  beeii  fired  npon  from  the  banks  of  the  river  in  the  neighborhood 
of  Donaldsonville,  Admiral  Farragnt,  believing  that  the  town  fnniished 
ft  rendez\'on8  for  the  parties  engaged  iu  the  attacks,  determined  to 
destroy  the  place ;  that  in  his  capacity  Eia  snch  commander  he  did,  on 
the  8th  day  of  August,  1862,  notify  the  resideDt«  of  Dooaldsonville  thit 
be  would  on  the  day  following  destroy  the  town,  and  that  on  the  9th 
day  of  August  be  did  cause  fire  to  l>e  set  to  some  of  the  buildlDgg, 
which  resulted  in  the  destruction  of  a  portion  of  the  town,  includiug  the 
buildings  owned  by  this  memorialist,  and  for  which  he  claimed  competi' 
sation. 

By  mutual  anderstanding  this  case  was  placed  at  the  head  of  a  clow 
of  cases  that  rested  upon  the  same  facts,  and  which  were  to  be  gorenied 
by  the  principles  of  law  that  might  be  established  by  the  decision  of 
the  case  of  Dr.  Meng. 

The  counsel  for  the  memorialist  in  his  opening  brief  cited  the  proclama- 
tion of  the  President  of  the  16th  of  August,  1861,  in  which  he  excepted 
fVoni  the  proclamation  such  parts  of  the  States  declared  in  rebellioo  as 
might  maintain  a  loyal  adhesion  to  the  Union,  "or  maybe  from  tiinelo 
time  occupied  and  controlled  by  the  forces  of  the  United  States  en- 
gaged in  the  dispersion  of  the  said  insurgents,"  It  was  claimed  that 
at  the  time  of  the  destruction  of  Donaldsonville  that  portion  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana  was  occupied  and  controlled  by  the  forces  of  the 
United  mates.  In  supjjort  ot  this  statement  reference  was  made  to 
the  language  of  General  Butler  as  quoted  in  the  case  of  the  Venice  (3 
Wallace),  and  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Seward,  Secretary  of  State,  of  the 
12th  of  May,  1862,  to  Mr.  Adams,  minister  at  London,  in  which  Air. 
Seward  said:  "You  may  now  assume  that  the  Mississippi  Kirer,  in  its 
whole  length,  is  restored  to  the  Federal  authority."  The  proclamation 
of  General  Butler  of  the  9th  of  November,  18#2,  was  also  cited,  in  which 
he  speaks  of  the  district  west  of  the  Mississippi  Biver  "  Utely  taken 
possession  of  by  the  United  States  troops,"  Ujwn  these  authorities, 
and  upon  oral  testimony,  it  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  claim- 
ant that  Uoiialdsonville  was  withiu  the  lines  of  the  Army  and  of  the 
territory  of  the  United  States,  and  that  the  act  of  Admiral  Fanagut  in 
ordering  the  destruction  of  the  city  was  not  warranted  by  the  rules  of 
war,  nor  justified  by  the  necessities  of  the  situation  ;  consequently,  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  being  respousible  for  the  acts  of  its 
officers  and  the  authorization  of  this  act  having  been  admit(e<l,  compen- 
sation should  be  made  to  the  cufferers.  The  argument  of  the  counsel 
for  the  claimant  waN  directed  lo  tbe  support  of  two  propositions: 

First.  That  DnnMliliwinville  ut  tbe  time  i>f  its  deslniction  1);  Admiral  Fnmgat  wH 
wilhin  the  Fedt-ral  liuFH  auil  uudnr  Federal  authorily;  heute  was  uot  iu  enemy  tn- 

SecoDd.  Tbat  truUe  had  befo  eHtablUheil  between  DnoaUlHunville  knil  the  city  of 
New  Orleaui-,  and  that  that  sectioo  of  LouiHiana  hod  Ijeeo  restored  to  all  iU  riithU 
ander  tbe  CoimtitutioD. 

The  historj'  of  the  controversy  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain,  relating  to  acts  of  retaliation  by  the  Army  of  Great  Britain  for 
the  destruction  committed  by  the  Army  of  the  United  States  in  Upper 
Canada  in  the  year  1814,  was  referred  to  as  sustaining  the  position  of 
tbe  counsel  for  the  claimant  that  nations  were  liable  for  the  destruction 
of  property  under  circumstances  such  as  existed  at  Donaldsonville  in 
1862.    The  counsel  for  the  ctaiuiaut  then  [iroceeded  to  say : 

Suob  irere  tbe  poeitious  taken  by  the  Uiiit^  Ststeii,  adA  we  think  correct];  taken. 

We  may  anticipate  the  oLJiction  connael  for  tbe  I'ulted  Stitpn  will  make  to  tb* 
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introdnction  of  this  correspondence,  to  wit,  that  these  cities  and  vitl»^(e«  were  not 
destrojMl  for  my  violation  ot  ihe  mlos  of  civilized  warfare,  tbaC  their  citizena  had  not 
find  upon  the  tranaports,  or  kept  up  aa  irrPt;nlar  war  npon  the  Rritigb  fleet.  Perbapa 
iK>t|  bat  it  will  lie  seen  that  they  were  ileHtmyed  in  retaliation  for  limilsr  acta  of 
aociviliied  warfare  on  our  part  la  Canarla.  Therefore,  it  appeHra  that  the  same  ex- 
cue  waaoffen-rt — "  the  places  were  burned  in  retalialiou  " ;  and  that  ia  the  excuse  given 
by  Admiral  ('amteut. 

Aa  aaid  by  the  Secretary  of  Stute,  Hiich  act«  are  inhuman,  and  are  not  jnatified  by 
ibeprlDcipleeandralrHof  civiliKeii  warfan*.  TbeantboritiiMall  aay  that  llie  destmc- 
tioo  of  towns  and  cilirs  can  be  jriHlilied  only  by  tho  imperative  uecessities  of  war; 
only  where  Ihey  are  ni-rrxsary  to  inaure  the  succeaa  nf  rue  army,  and  become  an  im- 
purtant  element  iu  aecnring  au  hunorablo  peacf.  or  where  the  comluct  of  the  citizena 
IS  ineieii sable,  and  it  cannot  be  Ntn]i|>f(l  by  taking  poHseasion  of  the  place  or  places. 
I'Dder  auy  other  circiiiustanci'S  sucli  conduct  "  is  the  net  of  a.  «avaf;e." 

The  testimony  iu  tbbee  caees  sliows  beyond  a  doubt  that  there  was  no  eicnae  for  the 
deslruclion  of  Donaldsooville.  It  was  shown  that  the  fiiiuR  upon  the  fleet  was  not 
the  work  of  the  citizens  of  Donaldson ville,  but  that  of  irreaiK>nitibl«  Kuerriilas  whom 
the  citizens  could  not  control;  that  the  firiug  was  not  from  the  city,  but  from  below 
and  above  thi' place.  These  facts  were  fully  and  truthfully  commouicatetl  to  Admiral 
Karragot.  He  kuen  at  tbe  time  that  thrre  waa  no  enemy  iu  Doualdsonville ;  that  ho 
had  coniplet«  and  nndispuied  control  uf  tho  place  ;  contd  at  any  time  take  peaceabU 
ponensiou  of  it,  and  that  there  was  uo  one  lo  dispute  his  authority.  One  witneaa 
swears  that  there  was  no  enemy  there;  in  fact,  that  there  were  hut  two  or  Ibreemala 
citizens  iu  tbe  place;  and  yet,  with  the  place  under  his  absolute  control,  he  burnt  the 
rily  for  the  act  of  a  few  guerrillua  who  were  Htrangera  to  the  place,  and  without  a  resi- 
dence nr  luterest  in  il. 

A  more  inexcusable  an<1  barbarona  act  was  not  connuitled  dnrinjc  tbe  entire  war, 
Tbecitv  was  not  hostile,  it  n  as  not  iu  Ihe  bands  of  or  under  tbe  control  ot  tbe  enemy; 
it  was  ^eclareil  to  be  wllhin  the  Federal  lines;  there  was  uo  occasion  to  bombard  it 
to  dislodge  an  enemy  ;  it  was  disarmed  and  in  the  bands  of  a  few  Union  men  and 
women,  and  there  waa  not  only  no  one  to  dispnte  Ihe  autbonty  of  the  Uniled  States, 
biit  the  commander  of  her  Navy  was  Drjfed  to  lake  possFssion  of  Ihe  city  and  thus  pro- 
lett  all  from  the  occasional  and  irregular  acts  of  gucrrilloe.  By  (be  rules  of  war  the 
Uoiled  States  military  and  naval  forces  were  bound  10  exercise  tbeir  antbnrity,  take 
yoMMsioti  of  Ilia  place,  and  protect  ita  own  citizens  and  alien  residents  reaidinr 
rithin  its  territory  under  treaty  stipulations  from  the  acts  of  the  freebooters  and 
plnnderers.  So  long  as  a  district  or  city  was  under  the  authority  of  the  rebels,  or 
those  in  arms  against  tbe  I'nited  States  the  United  Stales  was  not,  and  is  not,  liable 
for  Ihe  injuries  or  wrongs  committed  by  her  enemies;  but  tbe  momeut  her  aiitboritj 
was  re-established  ber  liability  followed,  and  sbe  became  responsible  for  the  acts  of 
her  military  or  naval  forces.  This  principle  was  declared  in  Onmbo  case  (2  Knapp, 
%9).  That  case  involved  the  liability  of  France  for  damages  dons  aficr  she  ba<l  re. 
taken  tbe  Dutch  West  Indies  froin  Holland,  and  Ihe  pnvy  council  held  France  liabl* 
for  sll  acts  done  after  she  bad  takeu  possession.  Iu  tbe  claim  of  Nelson  tbe  Knglish 
•od  American  Commission  held  tbe  same  doctrine. 

It  follows  that  as  Doualdsonville  was  within  the  Federal  lines,  and  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  United  States  forces,  tbey  were  bound  to  protect  the  citizens,  and  their 
refusal  to  do  so  was  an  act  for  which  tbe  Oovernment  is  liable. 

The  coQAfiel  for  the  United  States  id  reply  cited  the  language  of 
General  Batler,  referred  to  in  the  ca«e  of  the  Venice,  in  which  he  said, 
speaking  of  the  rebels: 

Thej  hare  retired  in  the  direction  of  Corinth,  beyond  Manchat  Pass,  and  abao- 
dooed  everything  in  tho  river  aa  far  as  DonaldsouTillt-,  some  70  miles  beyoiid  New 

As  to  tbe  statement  contained  iu  the  letter  of  Mr.  Seward  to  Mr. 
Adams,  tbe  Commission  were  asked  to  observe  that  the  phrase  *'  You 
may  now  assume  that  the  Mississippi  River,  in  its  whole  length,  ia  re- 
stored  to  the  Federal  authority,"  was  not  even  in  form  a  fleclaratioD  of 
thefact,  and  that,  whatever  might  have  been  the  purpose  of  Mr.  Seward, 
history  juatiBed  the  statement  that  tbe  river  was  not  restored  in  its 
vhole  length  nntil  July,  1863,  after  (he  fall  of  Vicksburg  and  Port 
HnileoD. 

In  farther  support  of  the  position  that  Itanaldsouville  was  not  wiUi- 
iu  the  control  of  tbe  armies  of  the  United  States  in  Aaenst,  1862,  the 
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re|>ort  of  General  Butler  of  tbe  27th  of  October  of  that  yenr  was  cited, 
in  which  be  8»ys: 

General  WeilEcl  laD(t(>d  at  DimsldBonville  audtook  ii))  Ills  lineof  mmrcb  on  Sondap 
.the  :ibth  of  Oulubrr.  About  U^iiilra  beyond  DoimldiuinviUe  he  met  the  enemy  in  font. 
A  eharp  eii If Hicemoit  ensiled,  in  wliich  he  lost  eighteen  kille<l  mid  nixtf -eight  wonnded' 

It  was  couteitded  by  the  uoutisel  for  the  Uuite<t  States  that  the  proc- 
lamation or  order  of  Geoerat  Butler,  tlateil  Koveuiber  i>,  184>2,  iu-wbich 
he  created  a  dvparlinent  of  that  portion  of  ihe  Stale  of  Louisiana  lying 
west  of  tbe  Mississippi  Itiver,  and  in  his  onler  declared  that  it  had  been 
"  lately"  taken  poesessiou  of  by  the  Unitetf  Statt^s  troops,  wus  tbe  first 
official  notice  of  the  occupation  and  possession  of  that  portion  of  Louis- 
iana in  which  Ihe  town  of  Donaldson ville  i»  situated  which  bound  tlie 
United  States  Uoverument,  and  was  in  itself  conclusive  proof  that  op 
to  and  until  the  date  of  that  order  or  proclamation  the  territory  cov- 
ered by  that  order  or  proclamation  was'  enemy  territory,  Aa  to  the 
oral  testimony,  it  was  clainie<l  that  individual  views  stateil  and  opiuioos 
given  by  witnesses  could  not  control  the  official  acta  of  the  niilititry 
and  civil  authorities  of  tbe  country;  consequently,  Donaldsouville,  id 
Aufcnst,  1802,  was  enemy  tvrritoiy.  In  refutation  of  the  position  tahen 
by  the  connsel  for  the  claimant,  that  Admiral  Farragnt  was  not  Jasti- 
fied  by  the  rules  and  articles  of  war  and  the  principles  of  public  law, 
in  the  circnmMtances  then  existing  and  known  to  him,  in  isbuingtbe 
order  which  in  its  execnt ion  caused  the  destruction  of  the  town  of  Don- 
aldsouville, tbe  counsel  for  tbe  United  States  subuiitled  these  views 
to  the  Commission: 

TbedeHlructinniif  Doiialil«niiv)llel)j'AdDiirulFHrmKntiejni>til)ediipoiitwo)(ronuda: 
Firet,  aa  au  Hctof  i«tnlintioD,  uitil,  wcnnUlf,  i>»  a  reuxuDalilH  nu'l  ptuptr  nifnnt  of  de- 
fence. The  cnunw-l  fur  tlie  clalniatit  aKtmniPH  that  the  right  i>l'n>taliNtion  in  war  and 
iipon  llie  thealrnif  nctnal  hoHlilitleti  tHumit  be  jiistilied  by  the  rDlcHOftiiviliMdwU', 
>nd  npon  page  lU  of  tbe  clainiaiit'H  brii'l'api>fara  thin  atHtenii'ul : 

"  Tri'UtiiiK  the  qiieatinn  a«  ir  Dooalilaonville  remained  uiittiile  of  our  liuea,  yrl  Ibr 
admiral  had  no  right,  under  iulrrnational  law,  to  bombard  or  bnrn  tbe  town  nitboiit 
making  hi«  Govemnicut  liable  liir  thn  damage  done." 

It  i«  iiuiiecessary  to  characterize  this  statement  or  consider  its  value  as  a  legal 
proposition,  inaaniiich  as  it  is  sufficient  to  cite  tbe  anthorlty  of  this  honorable  Cam- 
miMiou  iutbeeaseof  Virginie  Dntreix  against  the  United  States,  No.  %M.  In  that 
case  the  counsel  for  tbe  United  Stal4>B  Gle<l  a  dcmarrer,  and  Dpon  the  ground  thitthr 
"  inJnrieH  eom{ilained  of  were  the  reanlt  of  tbe  ordinar.v  operations  of  war  aiid  tbe 
bom  hard  meat  of  au  enem.v's  town."  After  argument  tbe  Comiuiasinu  snatniueil  thi! 
demun'i-r  and  dinallowed  the  clAiin.  That  decision  waa  bIkuoiI  by  all  the  memben  of 
the  Comtniiddon,  and  the  counsel  for  tbe  United  States  might  with  nnfety  ben  reet 
tbe  ileti'iiae.  UpoupagUHiO,  11,  niiil  12uf  the  brief  of  the  counBel  for  the  memorial iM 
aathorities  are  cited  and  nuotntions  made  fmtn  those  nuthoritieH,  iipoo  the  idea  ibai 
they  support  tbe  proposition  Already  quoted  fmni  tbe  brief  of  tiie  counsel  for  tha 
clniniBUt.  Tbet-e  authorities  fail  to  support  Ihe  position  assumed.  TfaoyHllrerag- 
nize  the  right  of  a  belligerent  to  punish  his  ailvertinr.v  by  tbe  boiubardmeotofalova 
or  the  deHlrnction  of  private  property  under  geneiul  ordern,  and  i>ot  for  pillage  or 
gain.     This  remark  is  also  Applicable  to  nrliclo  '28  of  tbe  rules  uaiX  articles  of  war : 

"  Kelaliation  will  never  lie  resorted  to  as  a  measure  of  mere  revenge,  bat  only  >a 
a  nienns  of  protective  retribution,  and,  moi'eover,  cautiously  unavoidable;  that  ia  lo 
aay,  retaliation  Kbail  only  be  resorted  to  after  careful  inquiry  into  the  real  oucssiun 
and  character  of  the  iniadeedR  that  may  demand  relrilmtion. 

Nor  is  any  support  given  to  Ibb  position  of  the  counsel  for  the  olaimaut  by  the  cor- 
reaponileuce  between  tbs  Oovenimeut  of  the  United  States  and  the  represeotativn 
of  Great  Britain,  ijuoteil  on  pages  13-17  of  bis  brief.  From  this  correapondenire  it 
appear*  that  the  British  Ooverunient  adopted  what  were  called  measures  of  letalia- 
tiou  ogaiuNt  tbe  inhubitantsof  tbe  United  States  for  the  wanton  deHtructioo  eiHU- 
mitted  by  their  army  in  UupiT  Canada  in  tbe  year  18H,  and  that  tbe  United  Sum 
Qovernment  complained  of  those  aula  of  retalialiun  ;  but  the  correspondence  Is  con- 
claaive  to  tbe  point  that  tbe  representatives  of  the  Government  of  Q real  Briloin 
maiutained  the  right  and  Jnatice  of  the  proceediug.  It  is  also  a  matt«ir  of  bintcry 
that  no  proviaion  was  made  in  the  treaty  of  peace  for  the  compensation  of  peiwini 
who  suffered  by  tbe  depredations  of  the  British  forces,  and  no  compensation  was  evrr 
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mide  to  the  Inaare  fmni  tlie  treaiiiry  of  Gr^at  B 

Brtj  of  pcnnus  tenidtfut  iu  enepiy'ii  ttrritory  and  npi'ii  tbo  iTieaUT  of  » 


retoliatiun  for  injuries  iuflkteil  by  the  anu.v  of  the  enemy,  resla  upon 
,     here  recoKoize'l  tbat  th«  army  hiiiI  peuple  ure  alike  eneniiCH,  and  tliat  lu 
entire  bod;  politic,  tno  aimy.  tbe  civil  oBlceni,  and  the  litiscus  are  eacli  anil  all  ri 


■ponsible  for  tlie  lioistili'  acl«(if  ^acb  and  all. 

Tlie  connai-l  for  tho  UnitBii  Stati'H  tluiwB  tliat  AdmirHl  Farrajj"t  was,  bv  virtue  of 
liii  com  mi  mi  on  and  hythu  jiowiTiif  commnnil  vested  in  him,  fully  autliori^od  to  Jiiil|{e 
whether  the  dcBtrnitioii  of  the  town  of  DoDaldaonvitle.  or  »  iiortioii  iheivof,  wm  jiia- 
tided  by  tbe  circuniatanceii  then  exintinf;  anil  known  to  him,  uud  tbat  it  is  not  fom- 
petrnl  for  this  trilinonl  to  now  inqnire  whether  bin  ileciHiou  was  or  van  not  a  proper 
deciaioD. 

He  also  referred  to  the  Alexaiidt-r  cotton  case  (2  Wallace,  419),  in 
which  the  Supreme  Court  of  tbe  Uiiitfd  States  said : 

We  mnet  bti  governed  by  the  iirini 
lieacb,  as  applicable  alike  to  civil  ai 
Slalr  or  diftnri  in  iuimrrrelion  againat  Ihe  I'n: 
ty  tt«  adwn  of  Ue  hgitlalare  and  exiculivr, 
ftrmtoKnlIji  thaHged, 

At  the  filial  hearing  the  counsel  for  the  Unite<l  States  sultmittetl 
these  observatiuiiH  to  the  CoinmisKion: 

The  allegntion  in  the  memorial  of  Dr.  Meng  is  that  on  the  !)tb  of  Aii|;iiBt,  im-i,  by 
tbe  ardei  of  Admiral  Farrugut,  who  was  then  in  command  of  the  naval  forces  on  the 
HiMisaippi  River,  betwotn  a  place  knovrn  aaPort  Hudson  and  the  city  of  New  Orleans 
uid  to  the  open  sea,  certain  property  in  tbe  town  of  Dunaldsonvilte,  on  the  wc>Ht  aide 
or  tbe  river,  was  set  on  tire  and  destroyed,  and  that  of  thio  i>ro|>erty  tbe  claimant  was 
tile  owner  of  certain  buildings,  three  in  all,  for  which  he  clairna  conipeu Nation.  His 
Fitiienship  in  France  is  admitted.  The  State  of  Louisiana  passed  what  was  called  an 
ordinance  of  secession  in  the  month  of  January,  IMfil.and  became  oneoUhe  members 
of  tbe  Confederacy,  which  was  orgauixed  into  a  Government,  with  its  capital  at 
Uoutgomery,  Ala.,  tbe  Sid  of  February,  18lil.  Tbe  scat  of  Government  wai.  after- 
*Mds  removed  lo  Richmond,  Va.  On  the  2.'Hb  day  of  April,  1862,  afier  the  occupa- 
tion of  the  iHlauds  below  New  Orleans,  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  near  tbe  month  of  the 
Miwisaippi  River,  Admiral  Farragot  obtained  pow  saiou  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans. 
Ueneral  Butler,  who  was  then  in  comniand  of  the  land  forces,  arrived  in  New  Orleans 
IheSlilh  of  April,  1>-Gi,  and  tbe  lat  of  May  he  issued  bis  proclamation  declaring  the 
eity  of  New  Orleans  under  martial  taw.  I  believe  that  is  the  only  proclHmalioii 
relating  to  jurisdiction  which  was  isiilied  by  the  general  of  the  Army  or  by  the  Presi- 
<leDlor  the  Uniti^  Slates  previous  to  the  events  of  the8tband  tit h  of  August,  IH^, 
witb  which  wo  are  now  dealing.  What  we  have  claimed  iu  onr  brief,  and  what  we 
•h&ll  attempt  to  maintain  li<'re  and  now,  ia  that  at  the  time  when  this  deslrnctiou 
look  place  tbe  town  of  Donaldson vi lie  was  of  the  enemy  territory.  Thcae  eleven 
i^taies  that  were  organized  into  tbe  so-called  Confederacy  were  recogni«!d  as  a  bel- 
lifpreat  govemmuni',  or  as  a  l)eltigerent  for  the  piirpoapa  of  war,  by  the  proclama- 
tion of  the  Queen  of  England  of  Ibe  13th  of  May,  \mi.  Tbat  proclamation  was 
followed  by  the  proclamation  of  the  Emperor  of  France  in  June  of  the  same  year. 
As  far  as  those  Qovemmonis  were  concerned,  and  ennecially  as  far  as  the  Govern- 
ment of  France  was  concerned,  there  was  a  distinct  oRicial  public  recognition  of  the 
nrgauiEatiou  called  the  "Confederate  States,"  and  an  admission  of  those  Slates  into 
ihe  fsmily  of  States,  not  for  all  purposes,  but  for  the  purpose  of  war.  Therefore  it 
does  not  lie  within  tho  scope  of  the  reason  of  the  case  that  tbe  Government  of  France 
■hoDid  deny  that  at  the  lime  the  proclamation  was  issued  by  the  Emperor  of  France 
sll  this  territory  was  enemy  country  as  far  us  the  Qovernment  of  the  United  States 
■u  concerned. 

Neit,  then,  President  Lincoln,  the  I6tb  day  of  AuguHt,  IH6I,  which  was  nearly  a 
year  before  these  events  took  place,  issued  a  proclamation  which  did  in  effect  recog- 
uiie  these  States,  with  certain  exceptions,  as  a  belligerent  power,  and  they  were  so 
treated  in  all  onr  relations  with  them,  dnriuo;  the  existi'nce  flf  hostilities.  In  pnr- 
•nance  of  an   act  of  Congnvis,  to  which  he  refers,  he  says ; 

"Ido  hereby  declare  that  t  he  inbabilaiils  of  the  said  States  of  Georgia,  South  Carolina, 
Virginia,  Nortb Carolina,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Louisiana, Texas.  Arliansas,  MissiBsiniii, 
and  Flonda  (except  the  inbabi  tan  tsof  tbat  part  of  the  Stateof  Virginia  lying  west  of  tW 
Allegheny  Mouniains.aud  of  such  other  partsof  that  State  and  the  ntlitr  Stales  hcrein- 
beforenamed  as  niayniaiiitain  a  loyal  adhesion  to  the  Union  and  the  Constitution,  or  may 
be,  from  time  to  time,  nccapied  and  controlled  by  tbe  forces  of  the  United  States  en- 
gaged in  tbe  dispersion  of  said  iusnrgents),  are  in  a  state  of  insurrection  against  the 
uBited  States,  and  that  all  commercial  interconree  between  the  same  and  tbe  inhabi- 
taati  thereof,  with  tbe  exceptions  aforesaid,  and  tbecitizeneof  other  States  and  other 
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|i*rta  of  tbo  United  States  ia  aalAwfal,  and  will  nmain  anlawfal  aatil  Biioh  inanme- 
tlon  shall  oease  or  boa  beeu  sDppregaed." 

Tbat  proctamatioD,  deolarlng  these  Stales  to  be  in  a  state  of  inanrreclion  BKainA 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  was  to  operate  nntU  the  insarrection  was  sap- 
pressed;  and  the  insDrrectiou  was  not  sappreesed  nntll  the  month  of  April,  ItK, 
when  the  fnrces  of  General  Lee  Barrenileied  to  General  Grant  at  Appomattox  Coqit- 
House,  in  tlie  State  of  Virginia.  By  that  proctaniation  Loolsiana  was  in  a  state  of 
inanrrectioD  nnlil  tho  SDppression  of  the  reVellion  in  1865,  and  during  all  that  period 
it  was  enemy  territory  by  the  act  of  the  GovernmeDt  of  Ihe  United  Stales,  rnssi} 
territorj  by  the  prociamation  of  the  Government  of  Great  Britain,  enemy  territory  bj 
the  proolamatiou  of  the  Emperor  of  France," 

In  reply,  and  in  snpport  of  the  position  taken  by  the  connsel  for  the 
claimant,  Mr.  Morae,  aeaistant  counsel  for  the  French  Republic,  made 
tlie  following  statement  to  the  Commission : 

A  few  months  after  the  commencement  of  the  war  Fort  St.  Philip  and  Fort  Jack- 
son, which  commanded  Ihe  entrance  to  the  mouth  of  the  Misaimippi  River,  below  Nsw 
Orleans,  abont  a  iliatsnce  of  100  miles,  were  captnred  by  the  Federal  fleet  under  Ad- 
miral Farragnl,  and  the  city  of  New  Orleans  fell  into  powiessian  of  the  Fedrnil  Got- 
«rnment,  and  remained  so  until  the  close  of  the  war.     With  the  fall  of  Kew  Orleani, 

Sractii'ally  all  that  portion  of  the  Mississippi  Kiver  not  commanded  by  very  fnrmi 
able  forts  fell  also  into  the  poBsessioo  of  the  Federal  Government,  aud'theKunboali 
and  trauHports  of  the  Federal  Government  had  free  paesage  up  to  a  point  cal W  Port 
Hudson,  nhicb  is  about  TO  miles  above  Donaldson ville,  and  on  the  east  or  left  bank 
«f  the  river,  where  there  was  a  formidable  fort,  garrisoned  by  Confederate  troops, 
which  for  many  months  successfully  resisted  the  Federal  Beet  and  army  of  occapaticm. 
But  from  Doiialdsonville  to  New  Orleans  all  the  country  on  the  right  and  li-ft  bauk* 
of  the  river,  which  was  immediately  commanded  by  the  guns  of  the  Federal  fleet, 
was  in  absolute  poBsesBion  and  control  of  the  Federal  Government.  Occasionally, 
however,  partisan  rangers  or  detached  bodies  iif  armed  men,  alleged  to  be  Conf«dtr- 
ate  soldiers,  would  come  from  the  interior  of  the  country,  and,  striking  the  rotdi 
which  followed  the  MissiHsippi  River  just  inside  of  the  levee,  would  muke  ailacki 
sometimes  on  the  steamboats  and  sometimes  on  the  transports.  Sometime  afttrths 
Federal  occupatiou  of  the  Lower  Mississinnl  by  the  United  States,  an  earlhwi<rk  km 
thrown  nn  on  the  environs  of  Donaldson ville,  at  tho  confluence  of  the  bayou  aud  the 
river.  This  was  "  Fort  Barrow,"  which  was  i-rected  ou  the  west  bauk  of  the  bayou  and 
river,  and  was  sometime  occupied  by  u  small  body  of  Federal  troops.  The  tflrstion 
«f  this  earthwork,  which  is  shown  on  maps  Sled  in  these  onses,  was  ontHde  uf  the 
village  of  Donaldsonville.     This  fortilication  was  at  one  time  named  "Fort  Butler." 

The  capture  of  New  Orleans  occurred  late  in  April,  1863,  and  the  orcun 
of  which  this  claim  originated  took  place  on  the  9th  of  August  of  the  a 
The  fonnidable  Federal  fleet  had  been  for  several  months  in  undisputed  p 


lap]  had  been  declared  by  Prreident 
Lincoln  as  exempt  firotu  the  inBurrectiunarv  districts.  Proclamations  Aagnst  16,  1S6I 
(12  Stats.,  p.  laHL-),  and  Jnly  I,  1863  (19  Stats.,  p.  1^6).  When  the  war  was  com- 
menced Iho  whole  State  was  declared  in  insurrection,  but  with  the  capture  of  Ne« 
Orleans  and  the  restoration  of  Federal  Jurisdiction  in  certain  portions  of  the  terri- 
tory, notably  Ascension  Parish,  and  other  |)Hri8!ie8  ou  both  sides  of  the  river,  thos« 
localities  were  declared  by  the  proclnni»liou  of  President  Lincoln  not  to  be  wiihia 
Ihe  iuaurn>ctionsry  districts,  and  therefore  not  liable  to  be  treated  as  "  enemy  terri- 
tory." As  a  matter  of  fact,  trade  was  nn  interrupted  between  Doualdsonville  and 
the  city  of  New  Orleans,  But  at  the  same  time  tho  transports  and  sometimes  steam- 
boats bad  been,  as  alleged  by  the  Uuited  States,  fired  upon  with  small  arms  from 
points  above  and  below  and  near  Ddnaldsonville ;  uiid  the  United  States  has  also  in- 
troduced evidence  that  there  was  a  baby  cannon  at  one  time  at  Donaldsonville,  whicb 
was  discharged  at  a  transport  or  a  Federal  steanilioat;  and  occasionally  detacbments 
of  armed  men  would  apptar  on  horseback  and  discharge  a  volley  from  small-arms  at 
a  passing  transport  or  Federal  stesmer.  I  do  nut  believe  there  is  any  charge  or  proof 
that  anybody  was  killed  on  steamer  or  transport  by  the  guns  dieohargrd  either  iww 
Donaldsonville  or  in  the  vicinity.  I  do  not  think  tbete  is  any  evidence  on  thispoinl, 
at  least  as  far  as  I  have  read  the  testimony. 

An  opinion  w&y  giren  by  a  majority  of  the  Oommiasion,  Baron  de 
Arinos  and  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis,  disallowing  the  claim,  in  these 
words: 

Wabhinoton,   Xoremhar  %  ISA 
All  thx  property  described  in  the  memorial,  except  item  13,  for  thrae  horsea,  sad- 
dle*, and  bridlen,  was  destroyed  or  burnt  by  the  bombardment  or  baming  of  Don- 
aMaonville  by  Admiral  Farragnt,  cd  the  9tb  of  Aagnat,  ISSSL 
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The  qncstion  wbelbrr  the  Oovernment  of  the  United  Slatea  is  bourn)  to  m&ke  com- 
MOMtion  to  the  otaimant  for  his  property  mo  doHtroyed  or  bnniC  baa  been  yerj  fallj 
OHcnaaed  by  eoanael  and  carefully  coaeidered  by  tU«  CuiDmiHsiou. 

W«  deem  it  Qnneeeasary  to  go  into  a  detail  of  the  fooiB  which  we  consider  aa  proved 
bj  the  evidenee,  or  of  our  views  of  the  principleB  of  internal  inual  law  aud  of  tha 
l»w«  of  war  applicable  to  the  fatts,  and  wljicb  iletprmine  onr  dtcision. 

We  deem  it  anSlcieut  to  nay  that  the  acta  of  bombHrdnieot  and  biiruiuK  by  Admiral 
Kuragnt  were  Uwful  aud  justifialile  ncU  of  war,  caiiBei!  by  tbo  firiuK  of  the  Confed- 
«nte  military  forces,  with  Ibe  complicity  of  the  inhubilaiita  of  Don  aid  sou  vi  He,  upon 
Ihc  transports  of  the  Uuited  States  iiasaiuK  upon  the  river,  and  that  ibe  Government 
of  the  United  Statea  id  not  bonnd  to  make  coritpeiuiatiun  for  the  damage  caused  by 
■ach  bumine  and  bombardment. 

As  to  Ibe  Item  13,  for  the  horeen,  xaddieR,  and  bridles,  tbe  only  evidence  to  prove 
the  lalclDK  by  tbe  United  States  military  uuthoriticH  ititlteatat<-ment  of  the  claimant 
{p.  17).  He  ia  asked:  "What  b<;cann!  of  the  horscsf"  Ho  answers:  "Thosoldierst^Mk 
tbeni  ;ihe  sanie  Boldier«."  As  tlirst' Kiddie rs  came  from  and  retiirtied  to  the  sbip  in  a 
Hkiff,  It  is  difUcult  in  lielierR  Ibat  tlicy  took  the  horses.  Tlir  prouf  of  the  taking  oi 
Ibe  hones  is  not  snSicieDt  tu  Justify  au  allowance. 

A  diuseutiiig  opinion  by  Mr.  Lefiiivre,  tbe  coinmiHsioner  on  the  part 
the  French  Republic,  will  be  foiiud  in  tli«  appemlix,  marked  Exhibit  I. 

Ueuy  Jabdel  v.  Thk  United  States,  No.  333. 

The  claimant  was  a  French  citizen,  resident  at  Doualdsonville,  La., 
in  the  month  of  June,  1SG3.  He  claimetl  compeusation  tor  a  dwelling- 
hoDBe  and  bakery,  all  of  the  value  of  93,000,  which  were  destroyed  by 
lire  set  to  ceitain  buildings  in  the  town  of  Donaldson ville,  by  onler  of 
Major  BuIIen,  tbe  2Uth  day  of  June  in  that  year.  Aft«r  the  attack  upon 
tbe  transports  of  the  United  States  which  gave  rise  to  the  destruction 
of  property  in  Donaldsonville,  in  tbe  month  of  August,  1862,  by  order 
of  Admiral  Farragut,  as  reported  in  the  case  of  Dr.  Meng,  the  military 
aDtborities  in  Louisiana  caused  a  small  fort  to  be  erectetl  above  Donald- 
Morille,  at  the  junction  of  the  Bayou  La  P'ourche  with  the  Mississippi 
river.  The  object  appears  to  have  been  the  protection  of  tbe  transiwrts 
on  tbe  river  agaiust  attacks  from  Donaldsonville.  In  tbe  month  of  June, 
1863,  the  fort  was  occupied  by  a  force  of  about  180  effective  men,  com- 
manded by  Major  BuIlen,  of  the  Tweuty-eigbth  Regiment  of  Maine  Vol- 
QUteers.  At  about  1  o'clock  in  the  morning  of  tbe  28th  of  June  tbe  fort 
was  attacked  by  a  body  of  Confederate  troops,  estimated  at  2,000  in  one 
statement  and  5,0IH>  tu  other  statements.  The  principal  attack  was  from 
tbe  open  country  on  the  west  and  northwest  sides  of  the  fort,  but  the 
firing  was  commenced  from  behind  buildings  in  Donaldsonville,  on  the 
opposite  side  of  tbe  Bayou  La  Fourche.  Tbe  contest  for  the  possession 
of  tbe  fort  continued  until  daylight,  while  tbe  attacking  party  retired 
to  a  distaiice  beyond  tbe  reach  of  tbe  guns  in  the  fort.  Major  Bulleu, 
apprehending  a  second  attack  sent  notice  to  tbe  inhabitints  of  Donald- 
sonville that  be  sbould  destroy  all  the  bnildings  in  the  town  within 
range  of  the  fort,  and  on  tbe  morning  of  tbe  20th  a  party  was  sent 
across  the  bayou  to  set  fire  to  buildings  in  tbe  vicinity.  A  large  num- 
ber were  destroyed,  and  among  them  the  dwelling-house  and  bakery  of 
the  memorialist. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  the  destroc- 
lion  of  the  property  was  a  justifiable  act  of  war ;  that  it  took  place  upon 
the  theater  of  war  and  in  the  territory  of  the  enemy.  The  counael  for 
the  United  States  mxde  tbe  following  proposition  as  tbn  true  rule  of 
liability,  namely :  Where  two  nations  are  at  war,  and  the  theater  of 
war  is  upon  the  territory  ot  one  of  the  belligerents,  and  the  belligerent 
upon  the  defensive,  in  actual  battle,  without  having  given  special 
anthority  for  the  destrnction  of  tbe    particular  property,  t'ither  bj 
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specifying  that  property  or  by  specifyiog  a  class  to  which  it  belongs, 
destroys  the  property  of  its  own  citizens  or  of  alien  residents,  tbat 
government  is  not  liable  for  tbe  destruction ;  but  if,  in  preparation  for 
the  battle,  it  orders  the  destruction  of  a  class  of  property,  in  which  is 
the  property  of  A,  or  it  onlera  the  destruction  of  the  property  of  A. 
whether  it  be  a  month  before  a  battle  or  a  day  before  a  battle,  or  if, 
dnring  the  battle,  it  orders  for  any  parlicnlar  purjiose  tbe  destmctiao 
of  particniar  property  of  its  own  citizens,  it  is  liable  for  the  value  of  tbe 
property  so  destroyed.  If,  bowever,  an  army  is  engage<l  in  operationa 
upon  tbe  territory  of  tbe  belligereut  no  liability  of  tbat  sort  arises. 
Everybody  in  that  country  is  an  enemy,  and  whether  the  occupying 
army  destroys  projierty  by  siiecific  declaratiou,  or  whether  it  destro;^ 
property  in  actual  hostilities,  it  is  alike  free  from  all  liability. 

It  was  claimed  by  thecounsel  for  the  French  Bepublic,  in  reply,  that 
tbe  concluHiou  reached  by  the  diplomatic  agents  of  the  two  Qovem- 
ments  in  the  Cbonrrean  case  excluded  all  consideration  of  the  questioQ 
whether  Donaldsoiiville  was  within  the  enemy's  territory  or  not,  ami 
ttiAt  the  destruction  of  the  property  of  thoinbabitautsof  Donaldsonville 
after  the  battle  was  an  unj  us  tillable  act,  and  that  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  became  thereby  responsible. 

Tbe  majority  of  the  Commission,  Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Aldis,  gave  an  opinion,  as  follows : 

Washikoton,  NotemWr  2,  Ift^. 

WiCboLit  cnnsideriDK  io  ilKlail  the  evidence  in  this  and  the  aimilar  cbmi  and  tbf 
fltctw  proved  tlivrebj,  or  Htatiiig  the  priaelploa  of  international  law  and  of  the  Ia«»of 
war  apjilicable  to  mioh  factH  and  which  drtermine  our  deciaiun,  we  deem  it  salEciPDl 
to  ia; :  That  tlia  duHtrncCiiin  mid  hiimia);  of  the  dw»llitij;-houiiP,  bakery,  and  oat- 
bnildtngs  of  the  olaiinaQt  in  Donaldson ville  on  or  abont  the  'Jtitn  of  Jane.  A.  D. 
18d3,  by  the  United  Stattis  military  forces  undiT  Uajnr  Bnllen,  (be:)  in  command  of 
Port  Britlnr,  was  a  lawful  and  jiiHtiilnblH  net  uf  war;  and  that  the  llovrrn-neot  of 
Ibo  Un^ti-d  S  atoH  is  not  bo  md  to  in  ike  .:iim,->eosation  for  [hedainifcecaa<ed  iherobr. 
The  claim  in  [her  fore  disilluwed. 

Mr.  Commissioner  Lefaivre  dissented,  and  stated  the  grounds  of  his 
dissent  in  the  following  opinion : 

Tbii  denlrucliou  tunk  place  aftpr  the  battle  of  the  37lh  nnd  2Sth  of  Jnne  (nieht  of 
theU7tli  aud  morning  of  the'28tli),  during  which  Fort  Butler's  garrison  vietoriouslr 
repnlHcd  an  attack  of  the  Confederates.  So  this  properly  was  out  ileatroyed  aodi-r 
the  pr^Hsnre  and  for  the  immofliate  nucessitiea  of  autuol  battle.  It  wan  but  a  strab'tiir 
measure,  taken  detibcralely  aud  in  a  period  of  r<-lative  tranqnillity ;  it  wa«  an  pxIpd- 
•ion  of  Uio  military  rxine  for  tlie  purpose  of  facilitating  the  oconroaj  of  tbe  lirltiK,  or 
in  nrdi'r  to  tie  able  tn  discover  more  easily  a  future  attack  of  tbe  eoemv.  AccordiDi; 
to  the  nnanimons  opinion  of  international  writers  and  congresses,  and  to  the  jnrin- 
prudence  oilopted  by  the  Comniiitbion  itself,  such  n  meosnro  creates  for  the  injoml 
proprietors  not  participaliiig  in  the  battle  ("for  the  innocent  smferers")  a  rigit  Id 
itiiUmiiUg. 

In  oriler '. 

inbaiiilanta  of  Donaldson ville  took  part  i^  — ,  — 

Justilii-d  the  retaliation  of  the  garrison,  or  tbat  his  bouse  (Jardel's)  was  complpHy 
destroyed  dnring  tbe  battle,  either  by  the  t>onibardment  of  tbe  fort  or  by  tire.  Nnu* 
of  these  points  appeir  in  the  evidence  or  teetimonv. 

1.  The  ooly  caiiHO  of  grievance  of  the  offlcent  and  soldiers  of  Fort  Butler  against  lb« 
iuhabitiints  of  Donaldson  villi!  were  their  sympatbiee  for  the  caitse  of  the  Coofedenitrs 
anil  tbe  insnltiug  remarks,  uttered  prinoiiially  by  women,  when  the  patrol  passed  b)'. 
Bat  tioiie  of  them  were  proved  t«  have  taken  an  active  part  In  the  battle.  This  tit' 
can  lM*FStal>1i«hed  with  entire  certainty. 

2.  The  testimony  of  many  Federal  soldiers  and  offloers  shows  that  no  lionse  iu 
Donaldsoiiville  was  deHtroyed  during  the  battle  ^rior  to  the  st stein atic deiitrnct ion  i>f 
the  ^th  of  June.  "It  was  existing  bouses  and  not  ruins  which  were  destroy  ed."  Ad. 
mitting  even  the  fact  that  a  certain  number  may  have  bnen  damaged  by  projectiles 
daring  the  battle,  this  partial  destruction  sivea  the  military  antboritias  hy  no  meaDt 
tbe  right  to  afterwards  destroy  a  lot  of  hnitdings  without  iudemnUv.  The  amouDt 
of  these  pnivioDs  losses  has  not  even  been  eetimat«d;     We  oon  only  gOMS  at  Ihrir 
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lujoiiiit,  sn<l,  ID  abscDCo  of  poaitive  prooTn,  it  hmub  strange  tbat  the  benetit  of  the 
DDFfitftinlf  sbouM  enare  to  tbose  who  destroyed  the  property  rather  than  to  the  io- 
DDccst  viclhuH  of  Ibe  war.  A  cuutrarv  tendHac;  prevalTa  to-day  in  tDtemationBl  set- 
tJcmrnlB.  The  coinmiMiODOr  on  b«balf  uf  the  French  Government  regreta  that  tb» 
C'JBuuiaaion,  by  ita  decisioD,  did  not  agree  to  Ibiti  progresaive  tendency  of  intema- 
liuna]  rights. 

G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  ».  The  United  States,  No.  2ll, 

The  claimants,  citizens  of  Prance,  <lemande<l  compensatiou  for  830 
bales  of  cotton,  alleged  to  hitvo  been  of  the  valae  of  $350,726.46.  This 
cottoD  bad  been  the  subject  of  controversy  iu  the  district  court  of  the 
TJaited  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  sitting  as  a  prize  oonrC. 
Tbe  cotton  was  condemned  as  lawful  prize,  and  upon  an  api)eal  the  de- 
cree of  condemnation  was  affirmed  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
Sutes. 

In  tbe  case  of  Isaac  Taylor  v.  The  Kepablic  of  France,  No.  1 — which 
tras  a  claim  for  compensatiou  for  a  quantity  of  petroleum  alleged  to  have 
)»en  shipped  by  said  Taylor,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  on  board  a 
tiermaD  vessel  bound  for  a  German  port,  which  was  seized  by  a  French 
cruiser  and  the  properly  condemne<l  as  prize — it  was  agreed  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  of  the  United  States,  Hon.  Jamos  G,  Blaine,  and  Mr. 
Outrey,  the  representative  of  the  Republic  of  France  at  Washington, 
that  the  claim  was  barred  by  the  second  article  of  the  treaty.  It  waa 
understood  that  all  claims  against  the  United  States  of  a  like  character 
sbonid  be  withdrawn  from  the  jurisdiction  of  tbe  Commiasioo,  and  the 
tlaims  of — 

K.  M.  A.  de  Perdr*auville,  No.  18; 

Thomas  C.  Payaii,  assignee,  No.  28; 

Jules  Perrodin,  No.  9U,  as  to  13  bales  of  cotton ; 

fiazile  Laplace,  No.  365 ; 

Marie  Amelie  Laplante,  widow,  and  heiru,  No.  674,  were  so  withdrawn. 

Tlie  counsel  for  the  United  States  demanded  the  withdrawal  of  the 
caw  of  G,  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  No.  211.  The  agent  and  counsel  for  the 
Republic  of  France  refused  to  accetle  to  this  demand,  and  upon  the 
^nud  that  the  district  court  fur  the  southern  district  of  Illinois  had 
not  jurisdiction  of  cases  in  prize,  auil  that  the  decision  rendered  by  that 
coDrt  was  not  by  competent  judicial  authority.  The  counsel  for  the 
I'oited  States^  maintaiuing  that  the  Commission  had  uot  Jurisdiction 
or  the  claim  in  presence  of  the  diplomatic  arrangement  made  in  the 
Taylor  case,  refused  to  recognize  the  Commission  as  authorized  to  act, 
and  he  therefore  declined  to  submit  an  argument  upon  the  questions 
involved.  A  hearing  was  had  by  tbe  Commission,  and  arguments  nere 
MtbiDitteil  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Kepublic. 

A  decision  was  rendered  by  a  majority  of  the  Commission,  consisting 
•^  Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis,  as  follows : 

Washington,  March  86,  Irliii. 

By  Iho  second  article  of  tbe  convention  all  those  coiws  are  excepted  from  ourjiiris- 
'licliou  which  "have  been  already  dljilomutioally,  Judicially,  or  otheririae  by  coinpe- 
ttnt  aathoritiee  heretofore  dia;.oin»il  of  by  eitlier  Ooverninent." 

Tbe  cotton  claimed  by  tbe  cliiimaDta  was  libeleil  iu  the  United  States  district  court 
fl  llliaoli,  was  taken  (logaea^ioii  of  by  the  inarahal,  and  sold  under  the  order  of  tbe 
"iiirt,  and  Ibe  ptoceciU  deposilod  and  held  to  avruit  the  final  Judgment  of  the  cnitrt. 

At  thia  |ioint  in  tbe  proceedini^  Ibe  clQimantH  and  Witbeiibury  6i.  Doyle,  citizena 
-<r<>hi<>,  »nd  the  New  Orlcaoa  Bank  interveuEil,  eBcb  claiming  to  owji  the  cotton. 

The  Brat  queation,  of  conree,  waa  whether  either  of  theae  tlrue  partiea  owned  Ibe 
cotton.  If  they  were  not  Ibe  owners  then  they  hud  no  right  to  intervene,  and  whether 
tht  cotloo  wBA  taken  on  the  bigh  acaa  or  ou  the  land,  and  waa  or  waa  not  lawfbl 
I'rize,  iru  nothing  tortbeni.    This  prelt  ml  nary  queation  waa  tried  by  the  court,  much 
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r*ideDC«  WM  Uik'en,  and,  apOQ  a  hearing,  (b«  district  court  deolded  that  neitlm  of 
Ilia  three  interveniDgpartiesowned  the  cotton.  Thereapon  theclaimuit«miidtbet«* 
III  her  partiuH  appealed  to  the  United  Stutt-s  Saprei«e  Conrt.  The  case  waa  lieatd  in 
the  BnpreoiH  Court,  and  the  conrt  bold  that  neither  of  the  three  iaterreniDg  partM 
otrned  Ibe  cotton,  and  thereupon  the  decree  of  the  diatriot  court  waa  afBrmed. 

The  claioiantH  moved  for  a  rehe«riu|;  of  the  Case  upon  the  ground  that  a  part  of  the 
evidence  giveu  by  Queyrouze  was  withheld  from  the  Supreme  Court,  but  the  uotMB 
waa  denied.     We  lefvr  to  the  case,  tliu  Ouacbtta  Cotton,  6  Wallace  Hep., 521. 

That  the  United  States  diatrict  court  and  the  Snpreme  Court  of  the  United  State* 
were  competent  autborttiee  to  decide  the  qnetitioD  whether  the  claimants  wen  Ih» 
owneni  of  the  cotton  does  nut  seeiQ  to  us  doubtful.  They  are  prize  court  a,  bavin  r 
full  jurisdictiou  of  all  queationa  as  (o  pricee— Indeed,  under  the  laws  of  the  UnitM 
Slates  (by  which  alone  these  qaeatiotia  were  to  be  determined)  thej  were  and  an  tha 
odIt  courts  havin^Jnrisdictlon  of  prize  oases. 

Under  the  decision  which  the  two  Oovemmentg  have  adopted  In  the  laaaoTajlw 
caae,  this  pending  case  has  beua  disponed  of  by  competent  antboritiea. 

The  diatiuctiou  il1^iated  upon  by  tne  claimants'  counsel — that  the  cotton  wat  takea 
upoD  laud,  and  therefore  that  the  conrt  has  no  Jurisdiction,  and  ita  Indgmeata  tnut 
be  void  —does  not  seem  to  us  a  teuable  );round  for  holding  that  the  decision  that  tbt> 
clalniauts  were  not  the  owners  of  the  cotton  waa  void  also. 

The  case  was  sent  back  to  the  distritt  court- 
It  la  sufflcient  as  lo  these  cluiniauts  that  competent  antbority  has  decided  that  they 
are  not  tbe  ownera  of  the  cotton,  and  have  no  right  to  int«Tvene. 

Tbe  claim  is  diamissed  upon  the  ground  that  it  "  haa  bren  jndioially  or  otherwiM 
diepoaed  of,"  under  the  second  article  of  the  convention,  and  is  therefore  one  of  thot* 
caaea  which  are  excepted  from  ouijuriodiotiuu. 

A  dissenting  opinion  was  filed  by  Mr.  Commissioner  LeMrre  in  tbeM 
words: 

The  830  bales  of  cotton  to  wbleh  tbia  claim  relates,  and  which  were  seized  on  April 
H,  li<C4,  at  the  Simmona  plantation,  on  tbe  Ouachita  River,  in  Louisiana,  by  the  Fed- 
eral authorities,  were  nii'ioubtrdly  the  propertj  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  of  Havre, 
Fiance.  It  ia  immatrrial  wbethrr  the  cotton  was  acquired  by  them  from  the  Confed- 
erate Goverument  or  from  L^un  ^iipyrouie,  or  whether  the  con  vide  rati  on  givro  I; 
them  for  tbe  cotton  was  cloth  or  money.  The  claiinanla  w<-re  neutral  Frenth  citiirn* 
and  merchnnts.  As  such  they  bad  a  perfect  ri)tht  to  hny  cotton  from  tbe  CoDfcdersU 
Ooveruuient  with  cloth  or  money.  L4oii  QueyroiiM  waa  a  Frenchman  who  ba<<  1i«b 
naturalized  as  an  Americaa  citizen,  but  waa  rebidiug  at  .Matamoroe,  Meiii'o,  aad  ea- 
C^tged  in  buaiiieas  there  at  tho  time  when  the  cotton  in  qucntion  waa  euld  to  him  u 

Erinclpal,  or  an  a^vDt  of  O.  A.  Le  Moru  &  Co.  The  noD'intercouriie  net  of  tbe  Uuiitd 
tat-ra  could  not  and  did  not  apply  to  him,  because  that  act  could  have  no  eilra- 
territorial  eff-ct. 

The  WO  bfik-a  of  cotton  belonginE  to  (ho  clnimanta  wore  sold  on  Jnne  BS,  IStW,  by 
tbe  United  States  authorities  for  the  Hiim  of  |:i:mi,T^.4<>.  (Record,  pp.  113  and  •a.-<.) 
From  this  gross  amonut  there  waa  ilrdiict<:d  Ihu  sum  of  t'll.f'K  for  -'coBt  ami  n- 

E'uiiea"  (Rt^oord,  p.  2^8),  leaving  as  the  net  prnoei-da  of  tbo  cotton.  depo«it«l  in  the 
nited  Utatea  Treasury,  the  sum  of  $3U9,  Iii0.16.  Tliie  siim,  with  ioterrvt  from  June 
22,  UltH,  the  claiinaota  are  entitled  to  recover  of  the  United  Staim.  The  honor  und 
good  faith  of  Ihe  United  Statea  Ouvernment,  in  view  of  promiw-t  herotofure  made  liy 
tbe  State  Department,  imperatively  deuiaud  tbeeettlemeulof  thia  claim. 

Elisb  Lbbbet  tt.  The  United  States,  No.  173. 

Tiie  cane  of  Elise  Lebret  v.  Tbe  United  States,  No.  173,  involved 
{[uestionB  tbnt  were  ez(!e|>tiunat  in  tbe  liistory  of  Ibe  Coiiiniixoion. 
Slie  set  fortb  in  ber  meinoml  tliat  »\iv  whs  bom  at  Melz,  I)f[>»rtment 
of  Moseile,  France,  the  24t!i  day  of  Mnrcb,  18011;  tliat  ber  butibaiid 
iras  au  American  citizen;  tbat  tlie  United  Stuteo  forcfx,  nnili^r  the 
command  of  MajorGeiieml  BhuIo,  nppr<>iiriate<l  or  dectntyed  pniiwriy 
be1oti(:ing  to  btrself  and  ber  llIl^balld  in  community,  ol  tliv  value  of 
$41,760;  tbat  sbe  was  ttio  ownei' in  ber  own  rij;lit  of  ime-lmlf  of  tlic 
property  so  approjtriated  or  d<-Htroyfd,  and  that  tliore  was  dne  to  hvr 
as  priin!i|ial  and  inteifKt  tlie  snni  id'  i'-Ui.rtiO. 

U]>on  lliis  statement  of  facte,  as  at- 1  forlli,  tbe  counsel  for  the  Unitetl 
States  interpoiied  a  demurrer,  uiton  the  ground  that  tt  appeared  on  the 
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bee  of  the  memoriBl  that  the  claimant  was  so  Atnericaa  citizen  at  the 
time  of  the  conclasion  of  the  treaty  under  wLich  tbe  OommiBsion  wa» 
oi^nized,  as  her  nationality  followed  that  of  ber  hoBband. 

Previous  to  the  heariug  upon  the  demurrer  a  larpe  amoant  of  testi- 
mony  was  iutrodnced  in  behalf  of  the  claimant,  and  the  facts  disclosed 
by  that  testimony  were  used  by  tbe  counsel  for  tbe  United  States  and 
liy  the  counsel  for  tbe  Republic  of  Fnince  in  the  briefs  and  ar^umeDtA 
alterwards  submitted  to  the  CommissioQ. 

The  counsel  for  tbe  Unit«d  States  in  his  opening  brief  referred  to 
KCtion  1991  of  tbe  Revised  Statut«B  of  tbe  United  States,  which  pro- 
fides  that —  * 


He  also  referred  to  the  case  of  Kelly  v.  Owen  (7  Wallace,  496),  in 
wbich  tbe  Supreme  Conrt  of  tbe  United  States  construed  tbe  original 
i>tatnte  of  1855  aB  conferring  upon  a  married  woman  born  in  another 
eonntry  all  tbe  rights  of  a  citizen  whenever  her  hnsband  had  been  uat- 
nnlized  nnder  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 

The  special  coansel  for  the  claimant  admitted  that  by  the  law  of  the 
United  States  the  memorialist  waB  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  but 
be  contended  in  reply  that  the  case  should  be  governed  by  the  law  of 
France.  In  support  of  this  position  he  quoted  tbe  19th  article  of  the 
Code  Napoleon,  which  provides  that  "  a  French  woman  who  marries  a 
foreigner  accepts  the  condition  of  her  husband."  Authorities  w.er6 
qaote«l  and  arguments  submitted  by  him  to  support  the  poBition  that 
(bis  article  of  the  French  Code  was  fo  be  so  construed  as  to  limit  the 
litiiation  of  the  wife  in  regard  to  uationulity  to  the  condition  of  her 
boHband  at  the  time  of  marriage,  aud  it  was  claimed  that  any  subse- 
qaent  act  of  bis,  by  which  his  own  nationality  was  changed,  could  not 
affect  her.  It  whs  admitted  by  the  counsel  for  the  claimant  that  the 
Ptench  authorities  were  divided  upon  tbe  questiou  at  issue,  some  con- 
tending tbiit  upon  the  marriage  of  a  French  woman  she  was  bound  not 
only  to  accept  the  existing  nationality  of  ber  husband,  but  also  to  ac- 
cept any  other  nationality  which  he  might  subsequently  assuiile.  This 
opiuion  was  held  by  Frudhon,  Treatise  on  States  and  Persons,  T.  l,pp. 
126aud  452;  Foelix  Droit  International,  T.  1,  p.  93;  Massie  Droit 
Com II I. ,  T.  1,  p.  Ill,  No.  48;  M.  Verambon  in  "Kevue  Praelique,"  T. 
8,  p.  SU,  et  leq.  In  answer  to  the  position  taken  by  these  authorities, 
tbe  counsel  for  the  claimant  quoted  the  eminent  jurist,  Stoicesco,  in  his 
"Etudes  de  naturalization,"  p.  278.  Stoicesco,  in  denying  the  broad 
eou»truc(ion  given  to  Article  19  of  the  Code  Napoleon,  maintains  the 
doctrine  that — 

The  change  of  iiKtionslit;  nhicii  operatea  on  tlie  4tate  of  the  woman  bj  ber  mar- 
ni);eiclth  a  man  of  diOVreat  nationality  takes  place  tbe  moment  tibe  la  married. 
Tbia  elianjjM  is  Bup)ioaoil  to  be  etl'ecled  tbrouf^b  tbe  oousent  of  tbe  woman,  nud  tbe 
pnHDmptiou  is  JUBtiUabte,  beouaae  Bbe  knona  tbe  natiuuality  <if  her  future  hnaUand 
>t  Hie  time  of  her  inarriage.  She  can  then  Judjce  whethur  tbe  cbauge  suits  her;  but 
iliiiuipowibleCogive  to  her  consent  a  Iar>;ercompreheiiBion.  It  is  not  probable  that 
Cbr  nouiuD  would  accept  blindly  in  advaace  all  the  conditions  which  lier  busbaud 
■ifCbt  please  to  take  opon  hiaitelf. 

Accepting  this  doctrine,  the  counsel  for  the  claimant  maintained  that 
Biise  Li-bret  bad  retaineil  her  citizenship  in  France.  The  counsel  for 
llie  uhiimant  coutendetl,  also,  that  by  public  law  tbe  wife  followed  tbe 
cuiiilition  of  her  bnsbuud  as  to  nationality  by  accepting  tbe  citizenship 
ofLer  buiiband  at  the  time  of  marriage.  This  view  was  supported  by 
the  case  of  Mrs.  Freto,  tbe  wife  of  a  subject  of  Spain,  but  wbo  was  the 
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daughter  of  Judge  OrifiItU,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  of  tbe 
State  of  New  Jersey.  Upon  the  deatit  of  Mr.  Preto,  Mrs,  Preto  and  her 
danghter  returned  to  the  United  States  and  asserted  a  claim  to  citizeo- 
ship  here,  notwithstanding  Mrs.  Preto's  marriage  to  a  Spanish  subject 
Attorney -General  Bates,  in  a  letter  to  tbe  Secretary  of  State,  dated  tbe 
6th  of  Angnst,  18G2,  snstained  tbe  claim  of  Mrs.  Preto.  Other  antbot- 
ities  were  cited  in  support  of  the  same  position. 

In  answer  to  the  brief  of  tbe  memorialist  the  counsel  for  the  United 
States  set  forth  the  facts  of  record,  which  were  subsequently  assented 
to  by  the  counsel  lor  the  French  Kepublic,  as  follows : 

1.  That  the  nieinorialist,  Eline  Lobret,  iraa  bom  at  Mete,  DepartrooDt  of  HoMlle, 
FrmDoe,  tbe  24th  da;  of  March,  180S. 

2.  Tbat  she  nn«  mnrrted  in  the  cit.v  of  New  Orleaos,  La.,  April  13,  1^41,  to  Piem 

3.  That  at  tbe  time  of  the  maixiage  Pierre  Lcbret  anil  Eliiie  Lebret  were  both  citi- 
zens or  aabjectii  of  France. 

4.  That  tlie  Mid  Ficrre  Lebret  waa  iiaiuraliKed  aud  becauie  a  citiieti  of  the  Voitti 
8Ut«ti  in  the  year  1846. 

5.  That  he  died  May  15,  IBT9. 

6.  Tbat  from  the  date  of  bis  marriage  until  hia  death  heaod  his  wife  resided  in  Uw 
United  States,  and  that  the  residence  of  the  wife  in  tbe  United  States  bM  eoo- 
tinaed  to  the  iireaeiit  time. 

7.  That  the  said  Elise  Leiiret  protested  against  the  act  of  her  hnsband  ia  l>ecomiiit 
a  citizen  of  tlie  United  States,  and  declared  her  intention  to  remain  a  Ftencb  eib. 

a  That  the  said  Klis< 


The  couuael  for  the  United  States  contended  that  apon  these  fact^  the 
only  question  Itefore  the  Commission  was:  Did  Elise  Lebret  become  a 
citizen  of  the  Unit«d  States  by  virtueof  the  citizenship  of  her  husband  t 
He  asanmed  that  the  burden  of  proof  was  upon  the  claimant  to  show, 
beyond  a  reiisonable  doubt,  that  she  was  a  citizen  or  subject  of  France. 
In  the  opening  brief  of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  it  was  claimed 
that  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States  the  memorialist  was  a  citizen  of  the 
United  3bat«t.  That  point  was  conceded  by  the  brief  of  the  counsel 
for  the  claimant  in  reply.  It  was  only  necessary,  therefore,  to  inquire 
whether  the  mctnorialist  was  at  the  same  time  a  citizen  of  France.  M 
there  was  no  reference  in  the  brief  of  the  coansel  for  the  claimant  to 
any  provision  of  the  co<le  of  France  which  either  asserted  or  denied 
citizenship  to  a  French  woman  whose  husband  after  marriage  re- 
nounced his  allegiance  to  France  and  became  a  citizen  of  another  coun- 
try, the  counsel  for  the  United  States  assumed  that  no  such  sjteciflc 
provision  existed.  As  to  article  12  of  the  Code  Napoleon,  which  de- 
clares that  a  foreigner  who  marries  a  Frenchman  accepts  the  condi- 
tion of  her  husbaud,  and  article  19,  which  provides  that  a  French 
woman  who  marries  a  foreigner  acceptjs  the  condition  of  her  husband, 
it  was  maiiitaiued  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  it  was  tbe 
policy  of  the  code  to  give  unity  to  the  family  in  the  matter  of  oitiien- 
ship,  and  to  mnke  the  nationality  of  the  husband  supreme.  He  main- 
tained, also,  that  by  the  authority  of  those  provisions  the  nalionality 
of  the  wife  was  subordinated  to  the  nationality  of  the  husband.  He 
also  claimed  that  if  .Mrs.  Lebret  did  not  become  an  American  citizen 
by  the  naturalization  of  ber  husband,  then  the  wives  of  all  French  im- 
migrants to  the  United  States  who  had  become  American  citizens  since 
marriage  were  yet  citizens  of  France.  Argument  was  offered  by  him 
for  the  parpose  of  sotting  forth  the  nature  of  the  difBcalties  tbat  would 
exist  if  the  husband  were  of  one  nationality  and  the  wife  of  another- 
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The  circumstance  that  the  Frencb  antborities  were  divided  id  opinion 
w  to  tbe  effect  of  the  two  provisions  of  the  code  cited  was  referred  to 
aa  suatainiD^  the  position  that  the  law  of  France  was  not  so  well  settled 
in  support  of  tbe  position  taken  by  tbe  counsel  for  the  claimant  as  to 
ioBtify  the  Commission  in  accepting  bis  authorities  on  either  side  as  con- 
diisive.  The  coausel  for  tbe  United  States  quoted  the  opinion  of  Ohief- 
Jastice  Gocbburn  in  bis  work  on  ^Nationality  (p.  211),  in  which  be  con- 
siders the  provisiouH  of  tbe  Code  Napoleon,  and  says: 

Next  as  to  the  family  of  tbe  part;  nntnralized,  and  first  as  to  th>  wife.  Jurists  at« 
diricled  aa  to  whether  tbe  wife  aboiild  loae  her  foruier  natlooaiit;  when  the  busband 
tbangei  bis.  Monsieur  Frelii  assorts  tbe  affirmative.  His  teamed  editor.  Mousieur 
Dfmongeat,  citing  several  French  Jurists,  maintains  tbe  reverse.  The  questiim,  bow- 
eier,  Mems  scarcely  to  admit  of  serious  rliscnssioo.  The  identity  of  interest  which 
exists  between  Jiusband  and  wife,  and  which  leads  in  the  foreign  law  to  the  general 
mle — a  mle  which  angbt  to  be  adopted  in  our  own — that  the  nationality  of  tho  wife 
ibiiuld  follow  that  of  the  basbanil,  must  apply  aa  much  to  a  substituted  nntiouality 
M  lo  that  of  origin.  Tbe  consent  given  by  the  wife  on  marriage  to  exchange  her  aa- 
tioaalityfor  that  of  the  hushand  may  be  taken  as  equally  ap|>lying  to  any  uatiouality 
which  he  may  afterwards  acquire  in  tbe  place  of  tbe  former  one. 

It  was  ftirtber  contended  by  tbe  counsel  for  the  United  States  that 
tbe  claimant  had  lost  her  French  citizenship  by  long  residence  in  the 
United  Stales,  and  without  the  intention  to  return  to  France,  Article 
IT  of  the  Code  Napoleon  provides  that  French  citizenship  shall  be  lost 
by  domicile  iu  a  foreign  country  without  intention  of  retoming.  The 
record  showed  that  Mrs.  Lebret  was  married  in  New  Orleans  in  ISil'; 
that  her  hnsband  was  naturalized  and  became  an  American  citizen  in 
1846;  that  he  remaine<l  in  this  country  until  his  death,  in  1879;  that 
his  wife  continued  to  live  with  him  during  all  thitt  period  ;  and  that  at 
the  date  of  the  treaty  she  was  residing  at  West  Feliciana,  La.,  having 
been  a  continuous  resident  of  the  United  States  for  more  than  forty 
.vears.  Upon  these  facts  it  was  claimed  by  tbe  counsel  for  the  United 
States  that  she  was  residing  in  the  United  8tates  without  tbe  intentiou 
of  returning  lo  France.  In  conclusion,  it  was  claimed  by  the  counsel 
for  tbe  United  States — 

1.  Thkt  the  harden  is  upon  the  memorialist  to  prove  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt 
Ihlt  she  is  a  French  citizen. 

2.  That  by  the  naturalization  of  Pierre  Lebret  his  wife  became  a  citizen  of  th« 
CaitMl  States. 

.1.  That  tbe  "Code  Napoleon."  and  tho  views  of  commentators  upon  that  code,  do 
not  Justify  the  oonolusloD  that  alie  is  a  citizen  of  France. 

1.  That  her  continned  residence  in  this  conntry  for  forty  years,  and  Duder  circnm- 
•tancesjastifying  the  conclusion  that  she  had  no  intention  of  returning  to  Franoe, 
hu  anbjected  her  to  the  exclusion  from  French  citizenship  contemplated  by  Artiole 
XVII  of  tbe  code. 

9.  That  the  true  rule  of  constmetion  Is  this:  When  the  treaty  pledges  compensa- 
tian  by  France  to  citiiens  of  the  United  StatM,  it  refers  to  those  persons  only  whose 
citizensbip  in  the  United  States  is  not  qualiSed  or  compromised  by  allegiance  to 
FrsDce,  and  that  when  the  treaty  pledges  compensation  hy  the  United  States  ta  cit- 
itcEuof  France,  reference  is  made  to  those  persons  only  who  are  not  only  citizens  of 
Fiance,  bat  wbo  are  also  not  included  among  the  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

Il  cannot  be  aatnmed  of  either  Government  that  it  intended  to  oompensate  persons 
Thorn  it  claims  as  its  own  citizens,  and  that  throngb  the  agency  of  another  Ooyeni- 

lu  tbe  oral  argnment  made  by  Marquis  de  Chambnin,  counsel  for  the 
Government  of  France,  the  doctrines  set  forth  in  the  brief  of  the  special 
coonsel  for  the  claimant  were  restated  in  part  and  indorsed  infnil.  Be- 
ferring  to  tbe  authorities  that  were  cited  in  the  brief  for  the  claimant, 
the  counsel  for  the  Frencb  Bepublic  said  that  the  French  law  had  es- 
tablished as  a  rule  that  whenever  a  French  woman  married  an  alien  she 
followed  her  hnsbaod'a  nationality ;  but  that  the  French  law  had  no- 
H.  Er.  335 9  >0'^[c 
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where  said  that  in  case  a  French  woman  married  a  Frenchman,  and  ber 
faaabaiid  subsequently  to  marriage  emigrated  with  or  withont  her  to  > 
foreign  country,  and  became  naturalized  there,  the  fact  of  his  beinp:  so 
naturalized  affected  the  nationality  of  his  wife.  He  maintained,  also, 
that  the  authorities  were  almost  unanimous  in  support  of  the  opinion 
that  a  woman  so  married,  even  when  residing  abroad  with  her  husband, 
who  was  naturalized  in  that  foreign  country,  retained  her  French  na- 
tionality. He  contended  that  this  doctrine  was  upheld  by  two  decis- 
ions,  one  of  tbfhcourt  of  Paris,  and  the  other  of  the  court  of  Donai  of 
a  later  date.  These  cases  were  referred  to  in  the  brief.  He  dt^d  as 
authorities  Demotombe,  and  Merlin,  the  [trocnrenr-general  to  the  Court 
of  Cassation.  The  counsel  for  the  French  Bepublic  maintained  that 
difference  of  nationality  between  husband  and  wife  did  not  destroy  the 
anity  of  domicile  created  by  the  civil  code  of  France.  In  support  of 
this  position  he  cited  the  treaty  of  Frankfort,  between  France  and  Oer- 
many,  and  claimed  tjhat  under  that  treaty  two  nationalities  might  exist 
in  tbe  same  family;  that  the  hasband,  for  example, coald  select  French 
nationality,  while  the  wife  remained  a  German  subject.  In  support  of 
this  view  he  also  cited  the  case  of  Shanks  v.  Dupont  (3  Pet.,  34^).  In 
that  case  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  said : 

It  (loennoC  appear  to  u«  that Iierailaation  as  B/nnec(n>«r(diBabteflbei  fromachaDge 
of  allPKiance.  BrilUh/eniiw  oarert,  reaidiiig  here  with  their  hiiabnadH  at  tbe  lime  i^ 
qnr  independence,  am!  adhering  to  our  sidt^  until  tbe  close  of  the  war,  h»vt  l^en 
oIwByB  auppoged  to  have  becoiue  Ibereb.y  American  cilizena,  and  to  have  bt«n  ab- 
solved  from  their  antecedent  British  ollppiance.  The  incnpsciticH  of /hum  rortrl, 
provided  by  the  common  law,  apply  to  their  civil  rights,  and  are  for  their  proln-uon 
and  loti-reBt.  Bvi  they  do  not  reach  their  political  rights  norprevent  their  acqniring 
or  losing  a  national  character. 

He  also  referred  to  the  first  of  Cranch's  Circuit  Court  Beports  (p.  93), 
where  a,  feme  covert  obtained  letters  of  naturalization  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  her  husband  remaining  an  alien.  The  counsel  of  the  French 
Republic  cite<l  also  tbe  language  of  Chief-Jnstice  Gockbani,  in  his 
work  on  nationality  before  referred  to,  wlio  says : 

Nothing  short  of  actnal  natnratizatiou,  carried  ont  by  snch  formal  and  aoleinn  act* 
as  the  law  of  the  particular  oonntry  may  reqnire,  will  hare  the  effect  of  coDftrripj, 
to  all  intent*  and  pnrposes,  a  new  nationality,  and  at  the  tame  time  of  dealtoj'ing 
the  old. 

As  to  the  position  taken  by  tbe  couusel  for  the  United  States,  that 
the  facts  showed  that  Elise  Lebret  had  do  intention  of  returning  to 
France,  and  that  her  citizenship  in  that  country  had  been  forfeited 
thereby,  tbe  counsel  for  the  French  Government  maintained  that  the 
burden  of  proof  was  upon  the  United  States  to  show  that  the  claimant 
had  no  intention  of  returning  to  France;  that  the  presumption  vas 
always  in  favor  of  the  ^prit  de  retour.  Ue  cited  the  decision  of  tbe 
court  of  Cassation  of  the  year  1811,  in  which  the  declaration  was  made 
that  the  Frenchman  is  always  presumed  to  retain  the  animtit  revertendi 
whatever  length  of  time  he  had  his  residence  abroad,  and  that  this  ex- 
tended even  to  the  case  where  the  party  was  born  on  foreign  soil  of  a 
French  father,  and  when  he  may  be  presumed  to  have  natural  affection 
for  that  foreign  land. 

Id  conclusion,  the  couDsel  for  tbe  FreDch  Bepublic  maiotaiDed  these 
propositions: 

1.  Article  19  of  the  Code  Napoleon  declare*  that  the  French  woman  who  nwrrifo  a 
Ibielgner  aocepta  the  condition  of  faer  bnaband.    Bnt  the  ModiliMi  ia  hit  nati«niality 

•t  tbe  time  of^the  marriage.    No  aubaegnenl  di '"   — — "'    """   — >----' 

the  wife  nnleaa  the  willingly  Joins  In  the  a«t,  o: 
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■ppeali,  Paris,  Jans  31,  1818,  B.  18,  2,358;  Delmolombe,  Zaehariin,  236,  238;  Val^tta 
Ki  Proadhom,  Note  A,  Toliime  5,  12<i ;  DeuoDgeat  on  Felin,  T.  1,  page  93;  Merliu 
Bepertoii«,  Sloicraco,  page  378.) 

It  Bylbe  lawsof  the  United  States  an  American  iron  an  inarryiug  an  alien  remaiued 
m  AjuericBD  womaD ;  only  her  civil  status  nan  chaoged.  (Slianks  t.  Dupont  ei  al.,  'i 
Peters,  246;  Opinion  of  Attorney- Qen era!  Bates  io  the  OHSe  of  Mri.  Pret^j  Attorney- 
Oeneral  Opini'ius,  Tolnme  10,  page  321 ;  Attorney- Qeneral  Taft  in  Mary  d'AmbroHia, 
Jt.,  volume  lb,  600.) 

3.  Tbe  act  of  Congrees,  Febrnary  10,  ISTtS,  made  no  alteration  in  tbe  law  that  mar- 
riige  of  an  American  woman  to  a  foreigner  did  not  cbaogo  her  nattonality.  And, 
hinber,  the  principles  of  intematiooal  law  as  established  by  tbe  Mexican  Claims  Com- 
minion  do  not  recogniie  changes  of  nationality  by  mere  operation  of  taw  on  the  part 
al  the  country  where  the  alien  resides.  (Anderson  and  Thompson  r.  Mexico,  opinion 
ofDr.  Lieb«r,  ampire.) 

4.  Tbe  United  Slates  has  never  adhered  to  the  general  rale  of  the  continental  na- 
tioni  that  the  nationality  of  the  wife  follows  the  condition  of  the  huabaud  at  the  time 
of  marriage. 

But  has  only  availed  of  that  ruloin  th«  reception  of  new  citiseos,  not  admitting  its 
force  or  effect  ss  to  its  own  citizens. 

a.  Tbe  rnle  of  naturalization,  in  so  far  as  it  i»  pnblic  law  and  as  it  baa  been  geoer- 
41yjield  and  exercised  by  nearly  all  the  continental  nations  of  Europe,  is  that  it 
must  be  actnal,  and  by  formal  and  aolenin  aot.  Nothing  short  of  this  will  confer  to 
all  intnntA  anil  purposes  a  now  nationality,  and  at  the  same  time  destroy  the  old. 
hnpliednaturalizationisnol  known  or  permitted.  (Cockburn(p.  184),  and  the  French 
■nlhorities  already  qnoled.) 

The  demarrer  was  snstHined  by  the  decisioo  of  all  the  commiseioDers, 
ID  a  naked  opinion,  without  argument  or  reasons.  An  opinion  was 
fiven,  .however,  by  Mousienr  de  Ueofroy,  cominlssioaer  for  France, 
wbo  plaved  his  assent  npon  the  ground  that  the  claimant  had  lived  Ju 
the  n,mted  States  for  more  than  forty  years ;  that  she  had  not  indicated 
any  disposition  to  return  to  France ;  that  she  and  her  husband  had 
Kcnmulated  a  large  estate,  wUicli  hatl  eujoyed  the  protection  of  the 
Goverument  of  the  United  States ;  that  she  had  not  in  any  manner  cou- 
tribated  to  the  interests  of  Fn^nce,  and  that  her  attachment  was  too 
pUtonic  to  justify  France  iu  demanding  compensation  for  the  losses  she 
bad  anstaiued. 

Tbe  commisaiouer  for  the  United  States  submitted  an  opinion,  with 
Htbarities  and  arguments,  in  support  of  the  position  that  Blise  Lebret 
became  hd  American  citizen  by  the  naturalization  of  her  hasband  iu 
1846. 

The  opinion  of  the  commissioner  for  France  and  the  opinion  of  tbe 
•ominiBsioDer  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  will  be  foaud  in  the 
Appendix,  marked  respectively  C  and  JD. 

William  M£ANS,  Exbcdtob  of  Auoustb  Labrot,  v.  Thb  United 
Statbs,  No.  272. 

The  memorial  set  forth  that  the  said  Labrot  was  in  the  year  1862  the 
owner  of  a  tract  of  land  in  the  county  of  Kenton,  Stato  of  Kentucky,  on 
Uk  west  bank  of  the  Licking  River,  on  which  was  standing  a  grove  of 
locast  trees.  A  portiop  of  the  army  of  the  United  States  was  encamped 
JD  the  neighborhood  unde^  the  command  of  Qeneral  Lew  Wallace. 
Upon  tbe  »Ivice  of  an  engineer,  Oeneral  Wallace  ordered  the  destrnc- 
tiOD  of  the  grove,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  free  range  to  the  guus  iu 
the  defense  of  the  position. 

Ab  tbe  property  was  situated  in  a  State  which  recognized  the  Juris- 
diction of  tbe  National  Government,  and  as  tbe  destruction  of  the  prop- 
erty was  due  to  a  specific  order  of  tbe  general  iu  command  and  for 
tbe  beneflt  of  the  public  service,  the  liability  of  the  Government  to 
compensate  tbe  owner  for  the  value  of  the  property  destroyed  vas  ad- 
mitted by  the  connsel  for  the  United  States.  ,^  , 
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It  was  contended  by  tbe  special  oounuel  for  the  claimant  that  the 
grove  was  of  great  value,  as  it  added  to  the  beauty  of  tbe  landscape, 
and  that  the  estate  was  injured  to  the  amount  of  $6,000  by  tbe  deBtnic- 
tion  of  tbe  grove.  The  counsel  tbr  the  United  States  contended  tbat 
the  value  of  tbe  grove,  which  consisted  of  three  acres  of  locust  trees, 
represented  to  have  been  about  12  iuchea  in  diameter  and  30  to  40  feel 
in  height,  opuld  not  have  exceeded  |400. 

An  awara  was  made  by  tbe  Commission  in  the  sum  of  $1,600. 

ISAJ.0  Taylor  v.  The  Republic  of  Fbance,  No.  1. 

Tbe  claimant  alleged  in  his  memorial  that  on  or  about  tbe  14th  da.T 
of  October,  1870,  at  tbe  city  and  port  of  New  York,  in  tbe  State  of  Kew 
York,  the  commercial  firm  of  Charles  Lnling  &  Co.,  shipped  for  ac- 
count of  tbe  memorialist,  on  t)oard  a  North  German  vessel  calleil  tbe 
Magdalene,  7,900  barrels  of  refined  petrolenm,  measuring  374,590^  gal- 
lons, Of  the  net  value  of  183,101.55  in  gold  of  the  Unit^l  States.  % 
further  alleged  that  said  vessel  was  bound  for  Bremen ;  that  on  the  ISui 
day  of  October,  1870,  tbe  same  was  captured  by  a  French  cruiser 
named  D'Estaing,  and  the  vessel  and  cargo,  including  said  quantity  of 
petrolenm,  were  carried  into  tbe  port  of  Brest,  where  sucb  proceedings 
were  had  in  the  prize  court  and  upon  appeal  to  the  court  of  final  juris- 
diction as  led  to  the  condemnation  of  the  property  of  tbe  memorialist, 
and  sale  of  the  same  by  a  decree  of  said  courts,  and  the  payment  of 
the  proceeds  into  the  fond  for  the  support  of  invalids  of  ttie  French 
army. 

Upon  tbis  statemeut  of  fact«,  tbe  counsel  for  tbe  French  GovemmeDt 
demurred  to  tbe  memorial  upon  three  grounds,  namely :  First,  that  there 
liad  been  an  adjudication  of  tbe  subject-matter;  second,  that  the  me- 
morial did  not  charge  that  there  was  any  irregularity  in  the  proceedings 
before  the  French  courts,  either  in  the  first  instance  or  on  appeal;  tbinl, 
that  tbe  memorial  failed  to  show  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  had  ever  taken  any  action '  upon  tbe  protest  addressed  by  tbe 
memorialist  to  tbe  honorable  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States, 
or  deemed  said  protest  worthy  of  being  made  tbe  subject  of  diplomatic 
correspondence  between  the  Government  of  tbe  United  States  and  the 
Government  of  the  French  Bepublic. 

In  tbe  brief  filed  by  the' counsel  for  the  French  Bepublic  in  support 
of  the  demurrer,  he  said : 


The  convention  of  Jauaar;  15,  1U81,  containa  tlie  foUowiDK  proriej 

"The  said  Commimlon  •  •  *  aball  becompetent  Mid  obliged  todeei^apoiiill 
clitiiiiB  of  tbe  uforeBaid  cfatirsoteT,  •  ■  *  except  such  as  have  been  ati«adj  diplo- 
mat] calif,  J  ndioially,  or  otheririM  b;  competent  autboritiw  heTetofondiopoeeiloibj 
either  Oovemment.'' 

Tbe  J arisd lotion  of  tbe  prize  court  aud  of  tbe  oonncil  of  State  of  the  French  Kepnb- 
lio  as  an  appellate  court,  over  ^^aptures  made  on  the  hisb  seas,  ia  admitt«d  by  olaimaal. 
"The  Freoch'prize  court  coudeuiued  the  proparty  and  ordered  tbe  same  to  be  aold  •• 
afoTxsaid,  aud  the  Flench  apiiellate  court  affli-med  the  same." 

The  nnderaisued  Hubuiltfl  that  tbe  jurisdiciion  of  tbe  Council  of  State  beiu  thoa 
admitted  bf  clainiaDt — it  beiue  also  admitted  by  liim  that  the  said  Council  ofSlau 
bad  appellate  Jurisdictiou— this  claim  isexclndM  trom  the  jurisdiction  of  this  booor- 
able  Commliaion. 

It  was  further  agreed  by  the  counsel  tbr  the  French  Government  that 
tbe  neglect  of  tbe  Government  of  the  United  States  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Government  of  France  to  the  claim  oouatituted  such  lacliea  as 
justified  the  Commiasiou  in  refusing  to  take  jurisdiction  of  the  case. 

The  special  counsel  for  Taylor  prepared  a  brief  in  wbiob  the  position 
was  taken  that  the  at^ndication  of  the  prize  courts  in  France  did  not 
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dispoae  of  the  claim,  bnt,  on  the  otber  hand,  that  the  actiou  of  those 
courts  created  the  claim. 

Id  addition  to  the  brief  submitted  by  the  special  counsel,  the  counsel 
Tortbe  United  States  prepared  the  followiag  brief,  which  wasHubmitted 
to  the  Secretary  of  State: 

Washington,  Dewmber  9,  1831. 
Thrre  is  bnt  iiac  aiuicle  alternative  question  raised  by  the  memoriih  mid  deiiinrrer 
inlhMoaae,  ilsmely :  Did  the  deciainu  of  tlio  Council  of  State  of  tlie  Fn-ncli  Govern- 
~      ing  the  capture  cif  the  prnperty  of  the  iiiBiuorialist,  ilispiise  of  tlie  clui 
^ ._,,, ri!i<ntcr '-' .—...-. 


aKaiDst  the  Govemuieut  of  France,  or  ili<l  it  create  k  oUini  againitt 

Tbnt  portion  of  tbe  trent;  (Art.  1}  which  dewrilHut  and  Hpecifies  tlie  cbaraclei'  of 
claimBDta  who  may  prosecute  claicns  befnn:  this  Commisiiinii,  aod  tbe  nature  of  tbe 
cUinis  which  may  be  presimted,  provides  that  they  niiiat  be  claima  either  upon  the 
(flivernment  of  tbe  Umled  Stales  or  claims  npon  the  Qoverainent  of  France,  and  that 
cbtms  upon  tbe  Ooverument  of  France  can  onty  be  presented  and  prosecuted  by  cor- 
pnralions,  companies,  or  private  individuals,  citizens  of  the  United  states.  It  is  not  . 
decied  that  the  memoriHlini  is  a  citixen  of  the  Unitoil  ijtatea,  and  the  essential  qnes- 
tioDs  are,  In  the  olaim  against  the  Oovernment  of  France,  and,  if  so,  tyhen  did  it 

II  is  settled  by  a  long  line  of  antborities,  many  of  which  are  cited  In  the  brief  pre- 
pared by  the  special  counsel  for  the  claimant  in  this  case— and  tbe  counsel  for  the 
rnited  Statrs  is  not  anare  of  an;  antburtty  lo  tbe  contrary — tbnt  in  a  prize  con rt  the 
claiinantH  who  appear  as  ag:aiuBt  the  captors  make  no  claim  whatever  against  tbe 
Govemmeut  represented  by  tbe  captors,  nor  can  any  snub  claim  exist,  innBmuob  an 
liif  Uoverniuent  r«presentnd  by  tbe  captors  does  uot  appropriate  tlx'  pronerty  until 


the  judetnent  of  tbe  prize  court  is  rendered.     The  proct^etlitiR  ii  in  rem  and  upon  tlie 
ill'-EatioD  by  the  captors  that  the  thing  taken  Is  properly  prizii  of  war. 
TtiE  claim  made  by  the  claimant  liemre  the  prize  conrt  ie  that  be  in  the  lawful 


.. r - -■  ■ against  tbe  claimant,  as 

III  inis  case,  and  when  the  claimant  has  luade^iis  appeal  to  the  bif^heet  Judicial  tri- 
bunal of  tbe  conntry  in  which  the  prize  court  iseetal>lisbed,and  has  prosecuted  that 
ippfsl  to  a  tinal  determination,  and  a  decree  is  made  or  aflirnied  that  the  pro)ierty  s» 
takPD  is  lawful  prize  of  war,  the  properly  is  then  eitber  Hpeciticallv  or  by  conversion 
i|tptopriat«d  by  the  (ioverniuent;  and  tbe  claim,  if  it  baa  bceu  uQUwfully  so  appro- 
prialpd,  is  aftuiiist  tbe  Government  makiut;  the  appropriation. 

In  tbe  case  at  bar  the  decree  was  eitber  maile  or  atflrmed  li;  tbe  Council  of  State 
uf  the  French  Ooverument,  to  which  an  appeal  was  properly  made,  that  council  hav- 
iuit  appellate  and  final  jurisdiction  of  tbe  case.  There  can  be  no  question  that  that 
body  was  of  the  civil  authorities  of  France;  that  a  decree  was  either  made  or  affirmed 
bv  "bich  certain  property  claimed  by  this  memorialist  was  taken  from  the  pom-eeaioD 
of  Ihone  to  whom  lie  had  entrusted  it,  and  appropriated  by  the  Ooverument  of  Prance 
tu  itgown  nee.  When  that  appropriation  was  made  th*  claim  arose.  Whether  this 
claim  Is  well  foonded  or  'not,  is  a  qnestion  upon  which  this  Commiwiun  is  uut  now 
called  to  pass.  . 

At  this  stage  of  the  proceedings,  Mr.  Outrey,  representing  the  Be- 
pablic  of  France  tit  Washington,  addressed  a  lBtt«r  to  tlie  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  United  States,  in  which  be  called  attention  to  the  case  of 
iKtac  Taylor  and  tbe  position  it  then  occnpied  before  tbe  French  and 
American  Claims  Commission.     In  thah  tetter  he  says: 

nirt,  and  afterwards,  oi 
^  iiverunieut  before  tile  I 

invoked  the  slipnlations  of  Article  II  nf  the  Convention  Of  January  15, 
I'M!,  reqiiestiDg  the  aaeut  of  the  United  Stales  Government  to  withdraw  it  before 
acliun  in  the  case  is  taken  by  tbe  Commission. 

Uis  letter  contained  an  argument  in  support  of  the  position  taken  by 
theconosel  for  tbe  French  Republic.  This  letter  waa  dated  November 
IS,  1881. 

>  The  briefs  in  the  case  were  submitted  by  the  counsel  for  tbe  United 
States  to  tbe  Secretary  of  State.  Under  date  of  Decemtwr  17, 18S1, 
the  Secretary  of  State,  Hod.  James  G-.  Blaine,  made  a  reply  to  Mr.Outrey, 
in  which  be  said: 
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Commiwiou  iu  Februkiy  last,  sod  to  tbe  several  conversations  which  we  1mt«  btd 
vpoD  the  subject,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that,  aft«r  suoh  consiileTation  as  I  hav* 
been  able  to  ||;ive  to  the  question,  I  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  that  claim,  bs- 
caiise  of  the  antecedent -proceedings  by  the  competent  anthori ties  of  France,  of  wfaiet 
it  has  been  the  snbject,  is  not  properly  within  tne  cognizance  of  tbe  Hized  Commit- 
eioD  established  oiider  the  provisions  of  the  Conveotion  of  the  15th  of  Janoory,  18H0, 
between  the  two  Repoblics. 

In  acoordanc^  therefore,  with  this  determination,  the  agent  and  counsel  on  the 
part  of  the  Unilfid  States  will  be  Instructed  to  withdraw  the  claim  of  Hr.  Isaac  Tajlor 
from  tbe  further  consideration  of  the  Commission. 

Tbe  letter  of  the  Secretary'  of  State  proceeded  to  aay  that  he  did  Dot 
doubt  that  the  French  Qovernment,  aoimated  by  a  like  disposition, 
would  pursue  a  simitar  course  with  regard  to  any  claims  presented  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Commission  on  behalf  of  citizens  of  Franc« 
against  the  United  States  which  should  be  found  to  bare  already  been 
'inquired  into  and  decided  either  diplomatically,  judicially,  or  otbenrit» 
by  the  competent  authorities  of  the  United  States. 

In  accordance  with  this  arrangement,  the  counsel  for  tbe  United 
States  was  subsequently  instructed  to  withdraw  the  claim  of  Isaac  Taj- 
lor r.  The  Republic  of  France,  and  certain  claims  against  the  United 
States  which  rested  upon  a  corresponding  state  of  facts  were  withdrawn 
by  the  agent  for  the  French  Government.  Those  cases  are  enumerated 
in  that  part  of  the  re|x>rt  which  relates  to  the  claim  of  G.  A.  Le  Hon 
&  Co.  ra.  The  United  States,  No.  211. 

William  C.  Teipler  v.  The  French  Eepublic,  No.  4. 

Thomas  Masson  v.  The  Fbbnch  Repdblic,  Ko.  15. 

These  memorialists  set  forth  in  their  memorials  that  in  the  year  1863, 
while  they  were  in  partnership,  and  residing  temporarily  at  the  citj*  of 
Acapnlco,  in  the  Republic  of  Mexico,  they  became  the  owners  by  pur- 
chase of  a  steamsbi))  called  the  Anahnac,  and  a  schooner  calW  the 
Teresa,  twth  of  which  vessels  were  employed  by  them  in  the  transac- 
tion of  their  business  as  merchants.  The  evidence  disclosed  tiie  fact 
that,  although  the  purchase  money  was  paid  by  Tripler  and  Hasson, 
the  conveyance  was  made  to  a  Mexican  named  Barrera.  The  reason 
given  by  Barrera  in  explanation  of  the  aiTaugemfent  was  that  Masson 
and  Tripler,  being  American  citizens,  could  not  owtt  a  vessel  and  carrj 
on  the  coasting  trade  under  the  flag  of  Mexico.  In  the  month  of  Feb- 
ruary, 18G4,  these  vessels  left  Acapnlco  for  Puerto  Angel,  iu  the  B»- 
public  of  Mexico,  where  the  cargo  was  delivered  and  a  return  cargo 
was  taken  on  board.  Upon  the  return  of  the  vessels  from  Puerto 
Angel,  the  Anabuac  was  boarded  by  an  ofBcer  from  a  French  man 
of  war,  tbe  I^e  lihin.  Shortly  afterwards  two  Urge  launches  trom  a 
French  frigate  called  the  Pallas  were  sent,  and  the  men  and  officers 
from  tbe  launclies  took  possession  of  the  two  vessels.  The  vessels 
making  tbe  seizure  were  a  part  of  the  blockatling  squadron  which  was 
then  engaged  in  support  of  what  was  called  tbe  "  Imperial  party"  n 
Mexico,  under  tbe  lead  of  Maximilian,  in  opposition  to  what  waskuowo 
as  the  "Republican  Government,"  or  "Liberal  Government  "in  that  coun- 
try. The  Anabuac  was  used  as  a  dispatcb-boat  for  a  time,  and  the 
evidenue  showed  that  there  were  proceedings  by  which  the  vessel  ami  • 
«ap^i»  were  decUred  to  ba  a  prize  of  war  by  a  loci!  prizB  court,,  butth.it 
when  the  case  was  brought  before  the  imperial  council  of  prizes  it  wu 
decreed  that  the  vessel  should  be  restored  to  the  owners.  That  action 
was  in  conformity  to  a  decree  of  the  29th  of  March,  1863,  iu  which  it  wai 
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provided  that  restoration  should  be  made  iu  all  cases  where  the  ressels 
■Dd  cargoes  had  not  been  ■'  definitively  cODdemued."  The  proceeds  of  the 
cargo  when  sold  were  deposited  to  tbe  credit  of  whomsoever  it  might 
coucem  ia  the  Uaisse  des  Ddpdts  et  CoasignatiODs  at  Paris.  It  appeiu«d 
fh>m  tie  evideace  that  the  vessel  was  uever  restored,  the  reasoii  given 
being  that  it  was  not  practicable  to  &nd  the  owners. 

The  majority  of  the  Commisaion,  Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr.  Lefaivre, 
made  an  award  in  each  eaae,  in  the  terms  following: 

Washinqton,  Marek  86,  1B84. 

Th«c»rgo  of  the  Anehiiac  wassold  by  tbe  Krencb  authorilieH,  ami  the  pnxieedaof 
tbe  ule,  amounting  to  6,829.57  franca,  were  depoaited  witb  the  "  Caisae  dea  luvalidM 
de  )a  Marine  "  of  France.  The  court  of  prizea  of  Frauce  decreed  restoration  of  said 
emto,  or  of  iU  proceeds,  to  ita  owner. 

We  avan]  thai  tbe  French  Ooveromuiit  ahHll  pay  a  anm  eqnal  to  one'half  of  said 
protr^da  depoaited  with  the  "Caiaae  dea  Invalideadcla  Murine"  of  France,  atuount- 
LDK  te  3,414.781  frnoca  to  the  claimant,  aa  owiivrof  onC'tialt'of  tbe  cargo  of  tbe  Aua- 
hiiic,  witb  intereat  at  tbe  rate  of  ti  per  cent,  per  annum  from  April  1,  A.  O.  1804. 
And  wheu  aaid  award  aball  have  been  paid  by  the  Government  of  tbe  French  Repnb< 
lie  to  the  Goverimient  of  tbe  UtiiCod  Statea  of  America,  the  French  Uoverument  aball 
be  aiibngsted  to  tbe  righta  of  tbe  claimant  to  the  said  oue-balf  of  the  Bum  of  G,H29,57 
(nncs depoaired  as  afortanid,  with  accruing  interest. 

The  reat  of  tbe  claim  ia  diHallowed. 

Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis  added  tbe  following: 

While  I  aaaent  to  tbe  above  alloirance,  I  must  respectfully  exprejfs  the  oninloa  that 
ihe  fnrther  anm  of  J4,H(W  cm^ht  to  be  alloweii  for  the  Mexican  doUara  which  I  think 
•wtTH  Inkea  by  tbe  French  niilitury  autboritiea. 

The  Arizona  Mlnin«  Co.  v.  Tbk  Republic  op  France,  No,  13. 
(teobge  Goodbum  r.  The  Republic  op  France,  'So.  16. 

W.  W.  WILLUSTUN  and  W.  J.  DUTTON,  EXECUTORS  OP  THE  ES- 
TATE OP  Cory  Willustun,  v.  The  Republic  op  France,  No.  17. 

These  claims  all  rest  upon  one  state  of  facta.  A  certain  schooner, 
called  the  William  L.  Kiclianison.  was  the  property  of  Cory  Willnstun, 
deceased,  and  George  Goodrum.  TheHichardson  was  an  American  ship, 
(be  owners  were  American  citizens,  and  the  vessel  was  dnly  registered 
at  the  cnstom-houHe  of  San  Francisco.  On  or  about  the  1 1th  day  of  Oc- 
toher,  li<61,  the  vessel  cleared  from  the  port  of  San  Francisco  under  com- 
mand orOoodrnni,  destine<l  for  La  Paz,  on  the  Colorado  River,  in  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Arizona.  The  Arizona  Mining  Co.,  a  corporation  existing  nnder 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  Nc  w  York,  was  engaged  in  mining  in  Arieona  and 
for  the  purpose,  as  was  ntleged,  of  prosecuting  its  business,  the  company 
Khj)i])ed  100  kegs  of  powder  on  board  the  William  L.  Bichardsou. 
When  the  William  L.  Kichardson  was  in  the  Gnlf  of  California  and  near 
the  port  of  La  Paz,  in  Mexico,  she  was  brought  to  by  sbota  from  the 
French  war  steamer  called  the  Diamant,  and  boarded.  The  French 
naval  officer  whobad  charge  of  the  boarding- party  demanded  the  vessel's 
papers.  These  were  delivered  under  protest,  and  the  schooner  was  tivken 
in  tow  to  a  point  about  eight  miles  distant  from  La  Paz,  where  the  hatches 
Vf  re  opened  and  the  powder  seized  and  taken  possession  of  by  the  au- 
thority of  the  officer  in  command  of  the  Diamant.  The  claims  of  Good- 
rum  and  Willnstun,  Noa.  16  and  17,  covered  the  freight  on  the  powder, 
dnmages  for  the  detention  uf  the  William  L,  Richardson  for  the  period 
often  days,  and  further  damages  for  the  breaking  up  of  their  freighting 
line  on  the  Colorado  River,  amonuting  in  all  to  ttO,OUO.  The  Arizona 
MiuingCompauy  claimed  compensation  for  the  valnenf  the  powder  taken 
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by  the  steamer  Diatuant,  and  for  the  injury  to  the  buBiness  oT  the  com- 
pany in  consequence  of  the  loss.  At  the  time  of  the  aeizare  the  coast 
of  the  Gnlf  of  California  waa  guarded  by  French  crnisera,  althongb  no 
formal  blockade  of  the  ports  of  Mexico  had  been  declared.  It  appeared 
that  an  order  had  been  given  by  the  French  authorities  to  the  French 
consul  at  San  Francisco  not  to  certify  an  invoice  of  powder  to  any  port 
in  Mexico.  The  seizure  of  the  vessel  and  the  appropriation  of  the  pow- 
der were  justified  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  upon  the  ground 
that  the  presence  of  the  William  L.  Richardson  so  near  the  western 
shores  of  the  Gulf  of  California,  and  near  the  port  of  La  Paz,  in  Mexico, 
warranted  the  conclusion  that  tho  powder  was  destined  for  a  Mexican 
port. 

The  bill  of  ladin^and  tbe  testimony  introduced  showed  that  the  powder 
was  blasting  powder,  and  it  was  contended  ou  the  part  of  the  counsel 
for  thn  United  States  that  the  vessel,  in  hugging  the  western  coasl  of 
the  Gulf  of  California,  was  ou  a  direct  line  to  the  mouth  of  the  Colorado 
Eiver.  It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  Republic  of  France  that 
the  powder  hart  been  condemned  by  a  French  tribunal  as  prize  of  war. 
Evidence  of  the  condemnation  was  not  produced,  but  a  certificate  tras 
furnished,  made  by  the  minister  of  the  navy  and  of  the  colonies,  tliat 
100  kegs  of  powder  were  captured  on  board  the  ship  Richardson  by  the 
French  aeiso  the  Uiamant,  of  the  naval  division  of  the  Pacific  Ouean ; 
that  tha  seizure  of  that  powder,  regarded  as  contraband  of  war,  La«l  been 
held  to  be  valid  by  the  council  of  prizes;  that  its  value,  amounting  to 
1.303.70  francs  had  been  the  subject  consequently  of  distribution  aniOD^; 
the  captors,  and  that  the  protluction  of  a  copy  of  said  judgment  was  not 
possible,  the  archives  of  the  council  of  prizes  having  been  burned  in  1871. 
Uponthis  certificate  it  was  conteudeil  ou  the  part  of  the  counsel  for  die 
French  Government  that  as  to  the  powder  the  claim  was  barred  by  the 
second  articleof  the  treaty  under  the  iuterpretation  which  had  been  given 
to  it  by  the  diplomatic  representatives  of  the  two  Governments.  It  was 
further  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Government  that  the  de- 
cision of  the  case  by  the  imperial  coliucil  of  prizes  was  final;  that  its 
decision  that  the  powder  was  contraband  of  war  affected  the  vessel ;  that 
tbe  claims  of  Goodrum  and  Willustun  should  be  rejected  for  the  reason 
that  the  ship  was  engaged  in  transporting  goods  contraband  of  war. 
and  that  consequently  no  claim  for  detention  for  the  purpose  of  seareb- 
ing  the  vessel  and  taking  therefrom  such  goods  could  be  maintained. 
It  was  said  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  in  reply : 
B;  the  treaty  of  IBS')  betn-«eii  Mexico  aud  tbe  United  &tat«s;the  UuitHd  Slate*  aas  en- 
titled to  tbe  free  navigallou  of  the  Gulf  of  Califoruia  for  the  purpose  of  aVKilio)!  ilKlf 
or  the  river  Colorado,  wliich  is  wholly  wilhiu  our  jurisdictiou.  The  RiohardMU  uilfd 
from  Sau  Fran uiaco,  as  it  appeare  fvom  the  record,  without  knowledge  that  »  blocliitilp 
bad  beeo  deulared.  She  was  Bailing  at  tbe  time  of  the  arrest  in  watera  to  vhich  w 
had  free  accesH  by  tbe  treaty,  and  that  right  of  access  was  not  disturbed  by  the  cir- 
camstauoe  that  France  had  eoeajred  in  war  with  Mexico.  Tbnae  wat^re  reniaiiifd 
free  tons  for  all  our  purposes.  If  war  existed,  and  a  blockade  bad  been  declarad,  thru, 
of  course,  we  had  no  right  to  run  the  blockade.  If  this  vessel  hitd  been  engaeol  u> 
ratininK  tbe  blockade,  she  was  subject  to  seizure.  But  the  mere  fact  that  she  n>s 
ualOK  the  waters  of  tbe  tluited  States— this  vessel  being  a  vesitelof  the  Uuited  Slalea 
— gave  her  an  absolute  right  to  be  where  she  was.  She  was  pT«riiielT  in  the  si  lust  iun 
in  which  a  Teasel  clearinH;  from  Halifax,  iu  Nova  Scotia,  and  bound  to  tbe  Brrnitida 
Islands,  which  were  British  possessions,  would  have  been  during  our  war  with  nf-:i- 
ence  to  the  blockade  on  our  coast.  It  would  not  have  beeu  competent  for  one  of  nnr 
blockading  vessels  to  have  seized  a  Rritiah  ship  when  thus  on  her  way  by  the  ordinal; 
coarse,  or  out  of  her  way  by  stress  of  storm.  The  seizing  vessel  muat  know,  brfnr* 
laying  hands  on  a  neutral  ship,  or  even  ordering  her  t^i  heave  to.thatsbe  was  outortatr 

5 roper  course  by  her  own  motion,  and  that  the  diversion  from  theprop«rconiarliinM 
ave  been  of  such  a  nature  as  to  show  that  she  was  intending  to  run  the  blockade. 
Otherwise  the  asmnlting  party  la  onlpable,  and  otberwiae  them  wotild  be  no  ftMdoiD 
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of  tbe  aeft.  The  Bicb&rdnoii  was  moving  towards  ttie  mouth  or  the  Colorado  River 
by  Ibe  direct  line,  as  may  be  aeenbytbe  map.  She  wan  hugging  the  coast,  to  besursr 
the  western  coaat  of  the  Gnlf  of  Catiforoia;  hot  that  wa*  the  Hue  of  direct  move- 
menl  towanlii  the  mouth  of  the  Colorado  River.  The  Idea  that  she  shoiiid  have  taken 
tbc  middle  of  the  Oulf,  or  tbe  eastern  shore,  is  absurd,  ai 


a  hlockadinE  vessel  was  to  iotercept  her  and  give  her  notice  that  sbe  could 
.    .    IT  a  iiortof  Mexico.    That  is  what  the  Diaiiiant  was  houml  todo.     She  had  no 
rinhl  to  boaVd  the  Kicbardson.     The  Richardson  watieqnippad  with  clean  papers,  and 


boiiud  from  Sao  Francisco  to  a  port  on  the  Colorado  Kiver.  She  was  in  waters  wbich, 
b;  trnalj,  we  had  a  rjght  to  uae.  Therefoie  the  French  vessel  had  no  right,  even  if 
tit  muter  had  abaolnte  knowledge  that  the  Richardson  iDtendod  to  enter  La  Paz,  in 
Ueiico,  to  do  any  thing  more  than  to  notify  her  of  the  blockade.  Therefore  the  French 
TMsel  was  ID  faalt  altogether.    That  fact  eatablbhed  carries  with  it  the  whole  of  this 

We  were  apon  a  water  on  which  we  had  a  right  to  sail  onr  ships,  and  upon  two 
grounds—lirst,  that  it  was  an  open  sea;  aecondly,  if  it  was  not  an  open  sea,  it  was 
water  within  the  jurisdiction  of  Mexico,  and  if  it  was  within  the  jurisdiction  or 
Mexico,  thut  we  had  a  rigbt  to  sail  upon  it  by  virtne  of  tbe  treaty  of  1 B5:).  There- 
fore we  had  a  right  ti)  be  upon  that  water  at  that  particular  time,  lininoleated  by  auy 
loveniment  ou  the  face  of  the  earth.  If  Mexico  and  France  were  at  war,  the  only 
rimitktiou  apon  that  right  would  be  tbe  right  of  France  to  enforce  against  us  the 
rtles  of  war  iu  reference  to  blockade.  All  that  the  Diamant  hail  a  right  to  do  was  to 
warn  as  off  if  she  thought  we  were  hound  to  a  port  of  Mexico  with  articles  contraband 
of  war,  or  t<i  aid  the  belligerent. 

By  the  action  of  a  majority  of  the  OommiesioD,  Baron  de  Arinos  and 
Hr.  Lefaivre,  these  cases  were  all  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction. 
Ht.  Commissioner  Aldis  dissented  from  the  decision  of  tbe  m^ority, 
and  reserved  the  right  to  file  an  opinion.  That  right  has  not  been  ex- 
ercised by  the  commissioner.  It  is  understood  that  a  majority  of  the 
commission  accepted  the  certificate  of  the  minister  of  the  navy  and  of 
tlie  colonies  as  satisfactory  proof  that  the  case  had  been  judicially  dis- 
posed of,  conformably  to  the  diplomatic  agreement  between  the  two- 
govern  men  te. 

William  Ogden  Giles  r.  The  Republic  of  Feanck,  No.  12. 

The  claimant,  an  American  citizen,  was  tbe  owner  of  a  factory,  situ- 
ated at  Pandn,  between  the  walls  and  the  outer  fortifications  of  the 
city  of  Paris.  The  factory  was  erected  in  1869  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing on  tbe  basiness  of  preserving  wood  for  railroad  ties.  In  1870,  and 
during  the  seige  of  Paris  by  the  Germans,  the  factory  with  its  contents 
was  destroyed,  for  which  the  memorialist  claimed  compensation  in  the 
gum  of  52,722.80  francs.  The  evidence  tended  to  show,  and  the  facts 
were  in  substance  admitted  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic, 
that  during  the  seige  of  Paris  the  property  of  Giles  so  situated  was  in- 
jured and  portions  of  it  taken  by  frauc-tireurs,  the  guard-natlonale,  and 
marauders.  Following  the  partial  destruction  of  the  property  an  order 
was  gived  by  General  Trochu  for  the  evacuation  of  what  was  called  the 
"zone  militaire,'*  in  which  tbe  factory  of  said  Giles  was  situated.  This 
order  was  dated  the  8th  day  of  September,  1870.  The  10th  day  of 
September,  two  days  afterwards,  the  "  Moniteur  Universal"  announced 
the  destruction  of  tbe  baildinga  in  the  "  zone  militaire"  by  tire  as  a 
measure  very  expedient. 

It  was  claimed  by  tbe  counsel  for  the  Republic  of  France  that  the 
military  zone  around  Paris  is  limited  by  the  law  of  1821  to  150  meters, 
and  therefore  Giles's  buildings,  that  were  at  a  distance  of  450  meters, 
could  not  be  included  ;  beside,  the  report  of  the  chief  of  the  engineers- 
showed  that  no  property  was  destroyed  in  that  vicinity. 
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It  was  also  claimed  by  tbe  uoonael  for  tbe  French  Republic  that  tin 
acts  complained  of,  if  cpmmitted,  were  the  nnaathorized  acta  of  aoldien 
and  marauders ;  tlmt  no  aatboriry  had  been  gi  v^eu  by  any  civil  or  military 
officer  of  the  French  Oovernment ;  that  by  the  terms  of  the  treaty  and  tbe 
decisions  of  the  Commission  the  O-ovemment  was  not  responsible  there- 
for; and  thnt,  as  to  the  order  of  (General  Trochn,  it  did  not  direct  the 
destruction  of  the  works,  bnt  merely  tbe  abandonment  of  the  baildings 
within  the  "zone  militaire."  Tbe  destrnction  of  them  subaequentl;, 
whether  for  tbe  purpose  of  destroying  buildings  that  might  be  used  by 
tbe  Oerman  army  as  shelter  and  protection,  or  destroyed  by  the  Ger- 
man army  in  its  atttick  upon  Paris,  did  not  impose  apon  the  French 
OoTornment  any  liability.        ' 

The  claim  was  disallowed  by  a  m{\|ority  of  tbe  Commission,  coa»it- 
ing  of  Baron  de  Arinos,  and  Mr.  Lefaivre.  Tbe  commissioner  on  the 
part  of  tbe  United  States  dissented  from  the  opinion  of  the  m^ority, 
and  said: 

It  rally  Appears  that  the  building  of  the  olatoiant  vtm  tora  down  and  nsed  for  fuel 
by  tbe  DUtinnal  gnards,  TraDo-ti rears,  and  maTaudeni.  The  injury  by  mvaaden  1 
do  iitit  tbiok  ought  to  be  allowed,  hut  that  doue  by  the  uational  gnarda  and  fnoe- 
tireiini  I  tliiuk  ought  to  be  allowed. 

William  H.  Feeae  v.  The  Kepublio  of  Pbahoe,  No.  9. 

Tbe  claim  of  the  memorialist,  amounting  to  (801,933,  originated  io 
contracts  made  by  him  nitb  the  Government  of  France  during  the 
Franco-German  war. 

Tbe  case  was  an  important  one,  bnt  tbe  questions  involved  and  passed 
upon  by  tbe  Commission  will  not  probably  be  cited  as  precedents  ben- 
after,  and  I  have  tlierefore  not  thought  it  im^tortant  to  review  theUsti- 
luoiiy  or  the  arguments. 

The  claim  was  disallowed  by  tbe  unanimous  opiilion  of  tbe  Commis- 
sion, and  their  opinion  contains  a  statement  of  the  nature  of  tbe  clainiB 
and  I  be  {toiuts  raised  by  counsel  in  tbe  course  of  tbe  discnssioo.  It  is 
as  follows : 

The  recoid  lu  this  ca«e,  with  the  briefs  and  printed  aivunieDts,  contain  aboot 
1,01X1  pagei.  The  evidence  is  couflictioK.  Theqiiestioasof  Met  aud  of  lawatemaoj 
ami  iltlHcult.     We  have  endeavored  to  exatuine  the  case  carefully  and  Ihorongtilj. 

It  is  Irapoaalble  for  ua  to  set  forth  in  detail  our  views  as  to  the  evidence  anil  the 
facts  proved.     All  we  can  do  is  t«  Indicate  briefly  our  decisions  and  the  teasona  ol 

The  claim  consists — 

Ist.  Orfoarit«niB  for  potatoeit.  contracted  to  be  delivered  by  one  Chevanaee  to  tbe 
Freuch  Oovernment  in  Paris,  within  eight  days  following  tbe  raising  of  the  tiege  of 
Paris. 

Clievannee  assigned  the  contract  to  clairnant,  and  be  claims  that  be  delivered  tbe 
pot^tups  iu  Paris  according  to  contract.     Two  of  tbn  items  are  fir  interest. 

Tbe  French  Qovernuient  claims  that  the  potatoca  were  not  delivered  RccotdiDg  te 
tbe  contract,  and  tliat  when  delivered  they  were  seized  by  tbe  Commnne,  then  ia 
iusnrrrclion  against  the  Onverumeut. 

When  was  tlie  siece  of  Paira  raised  t 

There  was  no  official  annouuofmeut  of  the  raising  of  the  siege.  The  armistice  *m 
siKiieil  on  the  ^th  of  January,  ld7I.  By  the  tcrmx  of  the  armistice  tbe  PruMian  sa- 
tbori ties  agreed  to  give  all  powtible  facilities  to  the  French  Ooverameul  and  its 
Agents  to  bring  proviitionH  into  Paris. 

On  the  3Ut  January,  the  French  minister  of  foreij^  affairg  directed  the  Frenob 
■chaTgi  in  Loudon  to  send  proviHions  by  Dieppe,  "Dieppe  being  choaen  beoaaa»  it 
is  connected  with  Paris  by  railroad  Hues  which  have  not  been  devastated." 

On  the  Hd  of  February  the  French  Oovernment  gave  pnbljc  notice  that  all  mercbaB- 
<li»B  ueceasary  for  fowl  could  be  fiafety  brought  into  Paris,  and  that  the  OovernaiMt 
renounced  all  right  to  requisitions. 

On  February  3  trains  of  proviNona  from  Dieppe  were  brought  into  Paito.    Ob  tbs 
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.tPnris;  and  from  (hat 
„  .  „  irithont  ob- 

n  by  the  PraaBians-  For  all  practical  pnrpaBeasfl  tu  the  delivery  of  provisioD* 
III  i-mns  theaiege  waa  raised  liy  (at  tlie  1ati»t)  the  6th  <lay  of  February. 

The  claimant  says  that  he  deliverei]  the  potatoes  at  the  railway  station  in  Paris  by 
the  IGth  of  March;  that  ia,  nut  within  eight  days  aftur  the  raiaiug  uf  the  siege,  bat 
«D|y  within  thirty-eight  days  after. 

This  was  not  performance  of  the  contract.  Clearly  the  French  Oovemment  waa 
nnt  bonnd  to  receive  the  potatoes. 

it  is  tme  tliat  many  qnestions  as  t«  the  terms  on  which  peace  might  be  made  were 
■till  UDiler  discussinn,  and  till  these  were  nettlett  the  Prussian  furces  were  not  wiih- 
dmiTD ;  but  as  to  the  revictnalling  of  Paris,  the  siege  wan  raised. 

Item  d  is  for  IlS.aUB  francs  due  on  the  contract  for  provisious  delivered  Marcb  10, 
l-Jl. 

Mr.  Frear  claims  that  he  delivered,  and  the  f'ninch  anthorities  received,  provis- 
ions u>  the  value  of  3,7t!5,3Mi  franca,  and  paid  htm  outy  a  tiutn  less  than  that  amount 
h;  I1230U  francs. 

But  the  French  anthorities  claimed  that  thero  wa«  a  detlciency  in  the  quantity  and 
•inalily  of  the  provisions  delivered,  amounting  to  2Sli,000  franca;  ho  that,  according 
to  their  claim,  they  had  overpaid  him. 

This  dispute  was  finally  settled  by  one  Haronel,  acting  on  behalf  of  Frear.  He 
illoned  70,000  franca  for  the  alleged  detlciency,  and  the  French  authorities  paid  him 
the  balance.  Mr.  F'renr  clainia  that  Haronel  waa  not  authorized  te  make  such  a  oom- 
jiruniise.    We  think  he  was  BO  authorized,  and  that  that  xettlenient  is  binding  on  the 

^Vitb  the  disalluwauce  of  thetlflb  item,  the  sixth,  seventh,  and  eighth  items  for  iu- 
Irrfnt.  and  the  ninth  for  loss  of  profits  on  the  lialance  of  the  contract,  are  also  dis- 

Ur.  Frear  had  become  bankrupt,  ami  the  "oppositions"  of  his  creditors,  by  which 
llii>  uioDpy  cnming  from  the  Oovemment  had  been  attached,  and  so  the  payment  of 
ii  eiibrr  to  him  or  lijs  creditors  was  .delayed,  cannot  be  made  chargeable  to  the  Oov- 

Nii.  too,  n-e  think  item  9,  for  loss  of  profits,  is  not  chargeable  to  the  Government, 
K>r.  in  reality,  lio  had  not  perfbriQed  his  contract  in  delivering  the  provisinns  within 
th>>Ei[n«  specified ;  and  the  acceptance  of  the  amounts  delivered  by  the  French  au- 
Ihiiritiet  waa  upon  the  basis  uf  compromioe  that  no  further  cl.iiiiiBundei  that  contract 
»h'iul(l  be  made. 
1.ariviere  had  an  assigunient  of  the  contract,  and  waa  fully  anChorized  to  make  the 
iiDpromise.     Item  10  is  disallowed  wtthiteni9.     Item  11  is  for  t&e  tuas  of  prollts  on 

made  a  contract  with  the  FrRtii:!i  Government  to 

...      __J 

nd-ofauB  million  for  the  week  begi 
llierfafter,and  all  to  be  detivBred 
rry  were  to  be  strictly  kept. 

It  ia  plain  that  delivery  at  the  times  fixed  waa  of  the  easeuce  of  the  contract.  This 
it  obvious  both  from  the  terms  of  the  contract  and  from  the  uatnre  of  the  case. 

So  far  from  complying  with  the  terms  of  the  contract.  Lariviere,  to  whom  Fr«ar 
bill  iwigned  the  coutract,  and  Cannot,  the  manufacturer,  had  delivered  only  1..%<M,000 
ctrtridgea,  as  ha  cUiuis,  on  the  30th  Jannary.  At  tbnt  time  11,000,000  should  have 
Wu  delivered.  In  ]ioint  of  tart  the  1,564,01X1  were  not  delivered  on  the  30tb  Janu- 
ary, thongh  the  French  agent  hail  given  the  required  certificate.  They  were  not  do- 
liviTed  till  the  Ist  of  March,  whap  the  tvhole  twenty  millions  wet«  due. 

Various  excuses  and  pretuQSOS  for  not  delivering  accordiug  to  the  contract  are  set 
np.  but  we  think  none  of  them  satinfactury  or  snlficient.  The  French  nntborltiea 
vfre  fully  justified  in  annulling  the  contract  and  refusing  to  receive  anymore.  The; 
M  receive  i.Mfi.RiB  oartridgea,  and  paid  for  them  393,17!J.08  Irnncs. 

Tbia  item  is  disallowed. 

llpm  13.  Dama^ea  for  ilafamat ion  of  claimant's  character  by  the  French  Govern  meat. 

.Article  I  of  the  Cunvention  gives  us  jurisdiction  of  claims  "  ariaing  ont  of  acts  coln- 
"^/fted  against  the  persons  or  pro(>erty  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  by  the  French 
civil  or  military  anthorities  upon  the  high  seas  or  within  the  territory  of  France,"  Ac. 

Nritber  Government  intendt'd  to  include  slander  and  libel  ainoug  the  "  acts  com- 
mitted against  the  persons  or  property  of  citiiens." 

Wr  do  not  deeai  it  necessary  to  dwell  upon  this  point. 
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S.  L.  M.  Bablow,  Assignbb,  and  A.  B.  Stbinbgbgbb,  Assiqnee,  v. 
Tbe  Bbpdblic  of  Fbange,  No.  IS. 

Tbis  claim  also  originated  ia  coutractiB  made  with  the  Pronch  Goveni- 
ment  by  the  persoDs  represented  by  the  memorialists,  and  daring  the 
Franco-derman  war.  In  this  case  the  testimony  was  volnminoas,  bat 
the  controversy  was  for  the  most  part  npon  qnestions  of  fact,  wbicli  are 
briefly  but  fairly  stated  in  the  opinion  of  the  Gommissiou  by  which  the 
claim  was  disallowed.    That  opinion  is  in  these  words: 

WAfiHlNOTON,  Marek  36,  ISH. 

Tbe  contract  of  IfavemliBr2H,  ISTO,  entered  lato  by  aod  between  the  Govern  meat  of 
Knmcusnd  Heura.  Valentine,  BillliiKs&St.  Lauruut  forthesapply  of  a  lorxe  wdoudI 
of  wnr  niaterial,  naa  executed  at  a  tinip  trbeii  tbe  Frencb  Govemnient  was  in  a  jptMit 
auil  urgent  need  of  arms  and  aniniiiDilion  for  the  prosecution  of  its  war  against  (irt- 
mtiny.  By  tbat  contraot  a  very  abort  time  was  allowed  to  tbe  contractors  wilbin 
whloli  tlie  uialuriiLl  was  (o  be  tuniiihed ;  and  that  fact  sbnwB  that  botb  parties  nn- 
df  istood  tbat  time  was  to  be  considered  of  the  esiieuce  of  tbe  contract. 

Onoof  the  coudilionsof  the  contract  was  that  the  contractors  sbonld  make  at  Nfw 
York  a  large  money  depo«it  as  security  for  their  performance  of  tbeir  part  of  the  nn- 
dertaklnfc-  These  contractors,  being  unable  to  make  such  a  deposit,  it  was  agr^d 
bittwreii  tbem  and  tbe  (Yeuch  Government  th»t  a  penal  bond  of  Mr.  C.  K.  Garrin>n, 
in  thf  Hiini  nf  l,iXH),<H)U  fruncx,  shonld  be  substitnted  for  the  money  depoeit  origiuslty 
reqnired  by  the  contract,  and  tbe  bond  wiig  furnished  on  Ibe  BIkI  of  .lannary,  li<Tl. 
byanidGurrisou  to  the  ii^Eenls  of  the  French  Governmeat.  That  Government  oiiaiiuied 
no  contract  ti:>lations  wilh  Mr.  Garrisou,  and  knew  Irim  in  no  oiber  light  than  thai  nf 
a  Buretv  or  guarantor  of  the  contract  of  Vslentiiie,  Billings  A.  St.  Laurent. 

Ori  the  nth  of  Februarv,  Ifll.  tbe  French  GoveminBut,  in  view  of  tbe  failure  of  the 
eontractors  to  dispnich  from  New  York  tbe  war  material  that  it  had  contracted  fur 
on  KiivPUiber  -i^,  IWO.  on  tbe  condition  that  it  should  be  shipped  within  eighlreu 
days  from  the  beginniue  of  the  ius]>ection  of  the  material  by  its  agents,  instructed  its 
agents  in  tlip  I'nited  States  to  ceaae  Inspecting  the  material,  and  Ihos  abrogated 
iMCODtnot, 

All  of  the  parlies  interested  in  luiid  contract  with  tbe  French  Oovemment  tfaeie- 
n)iou  apiKiinttil  Mr.  8.  L.  M.  Barlow  their  trustee  and  a^ent  to  obtain  a  aettlement 
friHU  that  Government  of  the  claim  which  they  conceived  ibenaelve*  to  have  for  tbe 
imitro|irr  abrogation  of  the  contract. 

One  step  in  the  prniteciition  of  the  claim  was  the  institution,  at  London,  of  a  snit  to 
pnjoiu  tbe  agents  of  tbe  French  Oovemment  in  that  city  fri^m  paying  oat  a  snm  of 
<\t>lh>.li(N)  francs,  which  had  been  deiioguted  with  tbem  to  mevl  anticipated  drafta  to  b<> 
drawn  against  shipments  of  the  war  material.  A  pirlimiDary  injunction  wasgranlnl 
by  Ibe  chancery  cimrt  of  England. 

On  Jane  T.  l!7~L  Valentine,  claiming  to  represent  himwif  and  BiUings  aod  St.  Lau- 
rent, made  with  the  French  Government  a  new  contract  for  tbesapply  of  part  of  the 
var  material  that  had  Iteen  contracted  for  on  November  :fc^,  IrCO.  One  of  the  condi- 
tions of  Ibis  new  contract  was  that  the  old  contract  fhoaid  be  eonudered  as  an- 
nnlied.  Another  condition  was  that  the  injunction  wit  at  London  Bboiild  be  diseon- 
tJnned.  This  latter  condition  was  prompllv  complied  witti.  Tl>e  coTTeapoiidrnce 
Iwlween  Mr.  Etarlow.  Im^tee.  and  agent  of  the  original  conliacton  of  A.  B  Stein- 
Wr^rer.  a-tsignee.  and  of  the  snrety.  C.  K.  Garriwn.  and  Mr.  J.  P.  BenjaMin,  hUeoun- 
»t  at  Loniion.  and  the  evidenrr  uf  Barlow  in  tbe  suit  of  Uoiaa  and  Crowd  ra.  Gar- 
rwan.  wbich  is  fonnd  in  the  record.  Khow  Ihat  it  w  with  tha  hoowlMlge  and  (»n- 
npBi  of  Mr.  Barlow,  tbe  trustee  aixt  authoriied  agent,  and  tbnricmr  of  hia  principil', 
that  u:d  'r-'i^nriion  suit  was  witbilrawn. 

Tbe  new  cvmtracl  of  Jnne  T.  1^71.  was  carried  ool  bv  tbe  coatiaclon  and  the 
l-Yencfa  C(>vein»H-nt.  tlarri^i^n  furnished  tbe  war  material  which  he  had  pnirhaiird. 
add  preiidnl  for  tbeeierution  of  the  original  eontiwl:  drafts  «n* diara  by  ibefon- 
naelor*  c;-»n  ibe  ai:rni»  of  Ihc  Frruch  tritvemmenl  in  panntat  far  tkid  material : 
tbepTix*yi'$of  ihr  dralij.  wi  nt  into  tbe  hands  of  Barlov,  tbe  afeat  of  tbe  («ntr3r|- 
tn^ :  4iiTTiA>%n  rM«>iv«.!  tn.>re  iban  be  had  expended  in  Ibe  parehw  af  Ibe  war  mair- 
nal  that  waf  cti:T  tii^ivr-ird  or  diM>nrwd  ia  tbe  way  of  t*eNk«talexp*Bm:  thepnr- 
M*e*  ef  Tite  «i  ytf^i^  wnlrart  of  Jnne  7.  1^1.  w«t<e  (hU*  twitpHrtrd.  and  Ibe 
Frmrb  <...-<T«rnaieiii  wa*  rrlicTcd  of  all  liability,  if  aay  bad  exHtc4.i*  iadecuiiri 
iif  or.c-.i^'.  eta.ji*eu-t*{M  tLr  ahiogation.  ca  Febtwart  IX  liTL  af  tbe  t^tnd  of 
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(lONCLUBION. 

Ac  it  was  the  purpose  of  the  contracting  parties  to  compensate  citi- 
wns  of  the  ITiiited  States  for  losses  sustained  and  injuries  suffered  at 
the  hands  of  the  authorities  of  France,  as  specified  in  the  treaty,  and 
10  compenitate  citizens  of  Fmuce  for  like  losses  and  injuries  sustained 
utid  suffered  by  the  acts  of  the  authorities  of  the  United  States,  I  have 
Dot  felt  called  upon  to  oont«st  claims  that  seemed  to  be  Just,  nor  to  raise 
questions  of  law  that  I  did  not  think  were  wiirranted  by  the  practice 
of  nations  or  authorized  by  the  terms  of  the  treaty.  lu  several  cases  I 
admitted  the  liability  of  the  United  States.  In  a  m^ority  of  Instances 
iDVolTing  questiona  of  Jurisdiction  the  positions  taken  by  me  were  ans- 
(wned  by  the  Commission.  It  happened  in  a  small  number  of  cases 
that  the  position^  so  taken  in  the  defense  of  claims  against  the  United 
States  and  sustained  by  the  Commission  were  not  in  harmony  with  the 
opinions  of  the  private  counsel  of  claimants  against  France  whose 
claims  rested  npon  a  corresponding  state  of  facta. 

In  those  cases  I  could  neither  make  nor  adopt  arguments  that  were 
inconsistent  with  my  own  opinions  and  antagonistic  to  the  decisions  of 
the  Commission,     I  could  only  contend  for  uniformity. 

I  tmst  that  it  is  not  out  of  place  for  me  to  say  that  from  the  organi- 
zation of  the  Commission  to  the  day  of  its  dissolution  the  good  offices 
of  the  Department  of  State  were  rendered  constantly  to  those  who  rep- 
resented the  Government  fciefore  the  Commission.  K  in  the  prosecution 
of  the  business  a  reasonable  degree  of  success  has  been  attained,  credit 
is  dne  to  the  assistant  cuunsel,  and  to  Mr.  Peddrick,  the  secretary  of 
the  Gommisaiou  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

'With  great  respect,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  andCovntelfor  the  United  States. 


, Jh  M,  1B»|  ntlfled  bT  tha  PrMi- 

~...  H»  uiiow  .I—.— -.!■.■...,  .~.,  .^liOwlb;  tbePr«ldsnlartha  Frenoh  KepubUs  Jpne  f, 
ISSOj  nUflutloueiohugedU  WaihlngUinJnnaia,  18Wi  prooUlmed,ifade  U,  IMO.  J 

Bt  thb  Phbsidknt  of  the  Vnitkd  States  or  Ambrica. 

A  PROCLAMATION. 

Whereoi,  a  Convention  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  i>ench  Be- 
piiblic,  for  the  settlement  of  certain  claims  of  the  citizeni  of  eitlier  oonutry  against 
Ibe  other,  was  conclDded  and  aif^ned  hy  their  respective  plenipotentiariee,  at  tha 
cit;  of  Waahington,  oo  the  flfteenth  day  af  Jannary,  in  the  year  one  thoaaand  eight 
handled  and  eighty,  whioh  Convention  is  word  for  word  as  mllowa : 

CraMafioa    MiMM    tU     Unittd   StaUt  of  Conventioii  mire  Ut  &ia.i»'Vn{*  fAnUii^^ 

Jmtriea  and  (Ae  Frtmk  Rtpnblie,  for  the  etla  SJptibtiqaa  Fi-anfaite,  pour  la  rigla- 

KUlemmt  of  certain  elaiau  of  ih»  atUeta  m«i(  da  eertaivet  riclamationt  du  dloymi 

0/  ritA«r  cowntry  again$t  tko  other.  d«  diacun  itt  daixpai/i  contrt  FaHtre. 

Tie  United  State*  of  America  and  the  LesCtatB-Uniad'AmdriqneetlaB^pnb- 

Fiench  Kepablic,  animated  by  tbe  deaire  liqne  Frau^aiae,  auim&i  du  d^ir  de  regler 

to  Mttte  and  adjnat  amicably  the  olaioiB  par  nn  arrangement  amical  lea  rfclania- 

msde  by  the  aitizena  of  eithei  coantry  tiona  iievnia  par  lee  citoyens  de  chaoDn 
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against  the  goremmeDt  of  ths  other, 
growiDg  out  of  aotH  committed  by  the 
civil  OT  iDilitary  aathorities  of  either 
country  as  hereinafter  delineil,  dnrJDKB 

circamHtauoes  hereinafter  speci&ed,  havo 
agreed  to   mitke   arrau  gem  eats  for  that 

{arpose,  by  meaua  of  a  Convention,  and 
ave  named  as  their  PleniiratentiarieB  to 
Donfec  and  agree  thereupon,  as  follon's: 

The  PM«iAent  of  the  Uciited  State«, 
William  Maxwell  Evartn,  Secretary  of 
Stat«  of  the  United  States,  and  the  Preai- 
ilent  uf  the  French  Republic,  Georges 
Hazinie  Oatrey,  Envoy  Extraordinary 
and  Hioi«ter  Fleuipntentiary  of  France  at 
Washington,  Commander  of  the  National 
Order  of  the  Legion  of  Honor,  &,c.,  &c.. 

Who,  after  having  commnnioated  to 
each  other  their  respective  full  powers, 
found  in  good  unil  forni,  have  agreed  upon 
(he  following  articles : 

Article  I. 

All  claiiDB  on  the  part  of  corporations, 
eonipanieH,  or  private  individuals,  citi- 
Eens  of  the  United  Slatee,  upon  the  Gov- 
ernment of  France,  nrisiug  ont  of  acts 
comiiiitti'il  again  St  the  persona  or  property 
of  citlKeim  of  the  United  States  not  in  the 
service  of  the  enemies  of  France,  or  vol- 
untarily giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the 
same,  by  the  French  civil  or  military  an- 
tborities,  upon  the  high  seas  or  within  the 
terriiory  ot  France,  its  colonies  and  de- 
pendencies, during  the  late  war  between 
France  and  Muiico,  or  durhi);  the  war  of 
IBTO-Tl  lietweeu  France  ond  Germany 
and  the  snbitenueut  uivil  disturbances 
known-as  (he  "InaurrBction  of  the  Coni' 
muue";  and  on  the  other  hand,  all  claims 
on  the  part  of  corporations,  companies  or 
private  Individuals,  oitizena  of  France, 
upon  theOorernmentof  the  United  Stales, 
arising  out  of  acts  committed  against  the 
pclsouH  or  property  of  citizens  of  France 
not  in  the  service  of  the  enemies  of  the 
United  States,  or  voluntarily  giving  aid 
and  eoinfort  to  the  same,  by  the  civil  or 
military  authorities  of  the  Government 
of  (be  United  States,  upon  the  high  seas 
or  within  the  territorial  Jarisdiction  of  the 
United  States,  during  the  period  com- 
prised between  the  thirteenth  da;  of 
'  April,  eighteen  hnndred  and  aizty-one, 
and  the  twentieth  day  of  Augnitt,  eight- 
een hnndred  and  aixtv-sii,  aliall  he  re- 
ferred to  three  C am inissi oners,  one  of 
whom  shall  be  named  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  one  by  the  French 
Oovemment,  and  the  third  by  His  Majesty 
the  Emperor  of  Braiil. 

Akticlb  II. 

The  aaid  Oommiaalon,  tbas  constituted, 
■hall  be  competent  and  obliged  to  exam- 
ine and  decide  upon  all  claims  of  the  ofore- 


des  denx  pays  oontre  le  Oonvememeiit 
del'antreet  r&iultaatd'aeteacommis pen- 
dant .uu  dtat  de  gaerre  ou  d'insnireetian 
Far  tes  antoritte  civiles  on  militairuds 
un  ou  I'antre  pays  dans  lea  circonstaDcet 
ap^ciQriea  ci  apr^s,  out  r^solu  de  preodn 
des  mesures  k  cet  effet  au  moyen  d'uDO 
Convention,  et  ont  d€aign6  oomme  leer 
Pl^uipoteuti aires  pour  oonfArer  et  iublir 
an  accord,  savoir : 

Le  President  des  Etata-Uuis,  William 
Maxwell  Evart«,  Secretaire  d^fitat  d>a 
Etats-Unis,  et  le  PrSmdent  de  la  Wpab- 
lique  Francaiso,  Oeorgee  Maxime  Omrey, 
Envoys  Eitraordi noire  et  Ministre  PUoi- 
poten  tiaire  de  France  &  Wa«h  i  nglon,  Com- 
mandeur  de  I'Ordre  National  de  la  L^ioo 
d'Honneur,  &o.,  SliM,  Slu.  ; 

Lesqnels,  aj^rtes'Atre  commnniquSlsar* 
pleios  pouvoira  respectifii  et  lea  avoir 
trouv6«  en  bonne  et  due  forme,  srait  eou- 
veuus  des  articles  snivanta: 

Akticlb  1. 

Tontea  lea  rSolaniations  ^lev^ee  par  det 
corporations,  des  compognies,  on  de  lin- 
ples  particuliers,  citoyens  des  }3tal»-UniK, 
coiitro  le  Gonvernement  Francsis  et  rf- 
sultant  d'uct«s  commis  en  haute  met  ou 
Bur  le  terntoire  de  la  France,  de  see  coln- 
ntes  et  d^peodancee,  |>eudant  la  dentil 
guurre  eiitre  la  France  et  le  Meiiqnc'on 
pendant  celle  do  WIQ-'IX  entre  la  inat* 
el  I'Allemagne  et  pendant  les  troubles 
civila  aubs£(|aents  connus  sons  le  noir  A' 
"  Insurrection  de  la  Commune  ",  par  Itfl 
autorit^  civiles  ou  militaires  fran{u«« 
au  pr^jndice  des  peraonnes  ou  de  la  pri>- 
pri^l^  do  citoyens  dis  Etats-Unis,  Don  an 
service  des  encemis  de  la  Frauce  et  ijni 
ne  lenr  c)nt  pr^tS  volontairemeut  ai  aide 
ni  asaistanoo;  et,  d'antre  part,  toutM  \t* 
rSclamationsSlev^^pardescorpinvtinDe, 
des  couipasuies  on  du  siuiples  partiauli«T*i 
citoyens  Iraneais,  concte  le  Gouverne- 
nent  des  Etats-Unis  et  fondfa  aar  des 
aotes  comniis  en  hante  mer  ou  sor  le  ter- 
ritoire  des  Etats-Unis  pendant  la  periods 
comprise  entte  le  13  avril  ltt6l  et  le  » 
aodt  td6B  par  les  autoritSa  civilee  oo  mili- 
taires dn  Gouvernement  des  EtaTs-Uni» 
au  prejudice  des  peraonnee  on  de  la  pio- 
pi  iecd  de  citoyens  fran^aie,  non  au  service 
des  enaemis  dn  Qonvemement  dea  £ials- 
Unis  et  qui  ne  lenr  ont  prttA  volonltire- 
ment  ni  aide  ni  aasistance,  seroQt  souiDiM* 
ft  trois  Conmissairee  doD(  un  sera  Donmi 
par  le  Pr6tident  ilea  Etota-Unis,  nn  sntie 
par  le  Oonvemement  Fraoeais  et  Is  trM- 
aiftme  par  8a  M^e«t<  rEupecenr  lis 
BrAail. 


Lodite  CommtsainD  sioal  oonstitaJe  aura 
comp^tenoe  et  devra  stotnei  ear  tonte  l« 
r^lamaUons  oyant  le  twrocttoe  ci-dsHut 
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Mid  cbanctar,  pra«eDt«d  to  theni  by  tlie 
gitJMDS  of  either  conntiy,  except  HDch  bb 
h»Te  been  already  diplomatically,  Jndi- 
eikity  or  utberwLM  by  competent  author- 
itiea,  beretofore  disposed  of  by  either  gov- 
crameDt  1  bat  no  claim  or  item  of  damage 
orinjary  ba*ed  apoD  the  emancipation  or 
Inn*  of  uaTes  shall  be  entertained  by  the 
Hid  Conuniseion. 

Articlk  hi. 


indiqa^,  pr6(ent£ea  par  lea  citoyena  do 
obacun  dns  denx  pa.vn,  sauf  unrcellcs  one 
I'lin  oul'autregoaverncment  aiiralMj&l^it 
r^gler  Uiplomatiquement,  Jndiciairtiment 
on  autrement  par  dea  autorit^  cnmp^ 
t^ntea ;  mnia  aucane  reclamation  ni  arti- 
cle de  tort  on  donnnage  fnnd^snrla  pert« 
ou  I'lSiuanoipation  d'eeclavee  ue  seront 
eramin^s  par  ladite  Commisiiion. 

Article  II  [. 


In  eaw  of  the  death,  prolooi;ed  absence,  Dans  lo  cas  de   mort,  d'absence   pri>- 

or  incapacity  to  serve  of  one  of  the  laiil  longfo,  d'incapacitg  de  servir  de  I'un  dea- 

CoDiaii«>ioneni,oriu  theeventof  oneCom-  dits  Commissalrea,  ou  dans  le  oas  oil  I'ua 

miiunner  omittlngi  or  declining,  or  ceos-  desdits  CommiMaires  n£t£ligerait.  refuse- 

ing  to  act  u  snch,  then  the  President  of  rait  ou  tesserait  do  remplir  ses  fonciions, 

IbeUniled  States,  or  the  Govenuueutof  le  Pr^ident  ilesEtats-Unjsoo  te  Gonver- 

France,  or  His  Majesty  the  Enipi-ror  of  net 

Bntil,  aa  the  com  may  be,  sboll  fortbn'itb  reii 

troceed  to  till  tbe  vacancy  ao  oceoBioDcd  plir  la 

y  naming  anotber  Conniissioner  within  mant 

three  moDtha  from  Ihedaleoftbe  ' — "' 

rence  of  the 


Akticlb  IV. 

Tbe  Commissioners  named  as  bereinbe- 
fore  provided  shall  meet  in  the  city  of 
Wisbinrt«n  at  the  earliest  convenieDt 
time  within  six  months  after  the  exchange 
oftheratificationsof  thisConventiun.und 
■hall,  as  their  first  act  in  so  meeting,  make 
and  sulmcribe  a  bolemn  decluratiou  that 
thry  will  impartiallv  and  carefully  exam- 
ine and  decide,  to  the  best  of  their  Judg- 
ment and  according  to  public  law,  justice 
and  eqoity,  without  fear,  fnvor  or  alfec- 
lioD,  all  claims  within  the  de«cription  and 
tme  meaning  of  Articlea  I.  and  IL,  which 
■hall  be  hiid  before  them  on  (be  part  of 
the  QoTemmeuta  of  the  United  States  and 
sf  France  respectively ;  and  snch  declara- 
tion shall  be  entered  on  the  record  of  their 
proceedings:  Provided,  however,  tbattbu 
Mnencring  judgment  of  any  twoCommia- 
•ionen  shall  be  adegnate  for  every  inter- 
Bediate  deoiaion  arising  in  the  execntion 
tt  their  duty  Mid  for  every  final  award. 


Articli  T. 

The  Commissionera  •hall,  withoat  de- 
lay, after  the  organisation  of  the  Commis- 
wen,  proceed  to  examine  and  determine 
the  claims  specified  in  tbe  preceding 
Aniclea,  and  notice  shall  be  given  to  tbe 
nspectlveGoTenimeuta  ofthe  day  of  their 
organization  and  readinrss  to  proceed  to 
the  transaction  of  the  business  of  the  Com- 
uission.  They  shall  investigate  and  de- 
•ids  wid  claims  in  snch  order  and  in  snch 
■Banner  aa  they  mBytbinhproper,but  npon 
•nch  evidence  orinformatlon  only  as  shall 
bBfaraished  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  reipeo- 
ttve  Ootemmenta.    They  shall  be  bound 


SKI  Commissi 
troie  nioia  &  dater  du  Jour  oh 
sera  prodnite, 

AXTICLB  IT. 


Les  CommisBaires  nomm^s  conform^ 
m  nt  aux  diepositioDS  nr^£<IenteB  |  ae 
rtinniront  daua  la  vilte  de  Waahington, 

auBsitOt  qii'il  leur  sera  possible,  dans  lea 
six  mois  qui  auivront  rSthance  des  ratifi- 
cations de  celte  convention  etlenr  premier 
acte,  aiisnitnt  iipr^s  Icur  reunion,  snra  de 
faire  et  de  Hij^ner  une  declaration  soleo- 
DoUe  qu'ila  exaiiiiuernnt  et  d6cideront 
avecBoin  et  inipnrtialitd,  au  mieuxde  lenr 
jngement,  couform^meut  uu  droit  public, 
k  la  Justice  ct  4  l'£(|uit6,  sans  crainte, 
faveur  ni  affection,  tuutea  lea  r^lamationa 
comprises  dans  les  termea  et  la  veritable 
signification  d<-s  Articles  I.  it  II.,  qui  lenr 
seront  soumises  de  la  part  des  deux  son- 
vememenis  de  la  France  et  desJEitats-Unia 
respecUvement :  cetle  declaration  sera 
consignee  an  proc^s-verbal  de  leurs  tra- 
vani.  II  est  entendn  d'ailtenrs  que  1e  jn- 
gement  rendu  par  denx  dea  Cominiasairea 
sera  sulfisaat  pour  tontes  leu  deviMona 
interm^diairea  qn'lls  aaront  ft  prendre 
dans  I'accomplissement  de  leur  foncliona 
com  me  pour  chaqne  decision  finale. 

Articlk  T. 

Lea  CommiiwaiTeadBTroatprocMer  Sana 
deiai,  apr^  I'organisatloa  de  la  Commta- 

sion,  h  I'examen  et  an  Jngement  des  t6- 
clamatious  Bp6cifieea  daus  lea  nrticlea 
pr£cedentsj  its  douneront  avis  anx  gon- 
vemements  renpectifs  da  Joi:  '  ' 
ganisation  en  leur  faiaan  t  an 
en  mesnre  de  proc6der  anx 
Commission.  Us  devronl 
Jager  lesdites  r^clamatio' 


r  de  leur  o . 

travaux  de  la 
■  examiner  et 
D  tel  ordre  et 
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to  receive  and  consider  all  written  doca- 
mentfi  or  iitateinentB  which  may  I>e  pre- 
aentfld  to  them  tiy  or  on  behalf  of  the  re- 
spective OoverDineuts  in  support  of,  or  in 
answer  to,  any  claim,  and  to  hear,  if  re- 
qnired,  one  person  on  each  aide  whom  It 
shall  be  competent  for  each  GoTcmment 
to  name  BsitsConnsel  or  Agent  to  present 
and  support  claims  on  its  behalf,  on  each 
and  every  separate  claim.  Zacb  Govern- 
ment  shall  furaisb  at  the  rei)iii-Ht  of  the 
Commissioners,  or  of  anj-  Iwoof  tbem,(be 
papers  in  its  possession  which  may  be  im- 
portant to  the  Jnst  determiDutioD  of  any 
of  the  claims  laid  before  the  Commiwion. 


Article  VI. 


The  ooncnrrinjc  decialoos  of  the  Com- 
■nisaianers,  or  of  any  tno  of  them,  shall 
be  conclusive  and  final.  Said  decisions 
ehall  in  every  case  bef^iven  upon  eachiii- 
dividnal  claim,  in  writing,  stating,  in  the 
«vent  of  a  pecuniary  award  being  made, 
the  amount  or  equivalent  value  of  the 
Mine  in  gold  coin  of  the  United  States  or 
of  France,  as  the  case  may  be ;  aud  in  the 
event  of  interest  being  allowed  on  such 
award,  the  rate  thereof  and  the  period 
for  which  it  is  to  be  computed  shall  be 
flxud,  which  period  shall  not  extend  be- 
yond the  close  of  the  Commission  ;  and 


misslonert  concurring  tl 


Article  VII. 

The  Hi|ih  Contracting  Parties  hereby 
«ngage  to  consider  the  decision  of  the 
Commiwioners,  or  of  any  two  of  them,  as 
absolutely  final  and  conclusive  upon  each 
«luim  decided  npon  by  them,  and  to  give 
full  effect  to  such  deoUions  without  any 
objections,  evasiona,  or  delay  whatever. 


de  recevolr  et  de  prendre  en  consid^ra- 
tioD  tons  lea  documents  on  eipatta  ^riU 
qui  leurseront  pr^Bcnt^ts paries gonvsroe- 
ments  rcspectifs  on  eu  leur  nom,  il  I'appai 
de  on  en  rdponae  k  tonte  r^lamatloL,  et 
d'entendre,  s'ils  en  sont  requis,  nne  pei- 
-eonne  de  chaque  cAt£  qne  lea  deux  gou- 

iront  le   droit  de  d&inwt 

nseil  ou  agent  pour  pr«wn- 
lea  reclamations  en  lent 
nom  dans  ohoqae  affaire  prise  s6p orient. 
Cbacuu  lies  deux  icouvememeuts  devn 
fonrnir  &  la  requite  den  Commissairea  on 
dedeuxd'eutreenzles  pieces  en  sapooet- 
sion  qui  peuvent  6tre  importantes  pour  [a 
Joate  d£t«rmination  de  toute  rtelamation 
port^  devaut  la  Commission. 

Articlk  VT. 

Les  decisions  nnanimes  del  Commts- 
gaires  ou  de  deux  d'entre  eux  seront  con- 
cluantes  et  d^Bnitives.  Lesditea  d&i- 
■iuns  devront,  dans  chaque  affaire,  Sire 
rendues  par  £otit,  s^par^ment  sur  chaqae 
reclamation  et  Gxer,  dans  le  ooa  oil  ane 
indemnity  p&;uDiaire  serait  accord<«,  le 
montant  ou  la  TBleurtiiiuivalentederattc 
indemnity  en  nionuaie  d'or  des  £t«la-UDii 
ou  de  France,  eiiivant  le  cas;  et,  ei  le 

fugement  allouait  des  int^rfits,  le  tsui  el 
a  pSrIode  pour  laquolle  its  devront  ttn 
compt^  seront  ^galement  ditermin^ 
cette  p^riode  ne  pouvant  s'^tendre  au  de- 
li! de  la  dur^  de  la  Commiasiou  ;  leadltet 
decisions  devront^tresign^es  par  lea  Coin- 
missairea  qui  y  auront  concoum. 

AR-noLR  VII. 

Les  Hautes  Parties  controctanten  s'cn- 

5 agent  par  la  present  acts  ik  comtdJrarla 
Acision  des  Commissairee,  on  de  deux 
d'entre  euz,  comme  abaolumetit  driflnftive 
et  conolnanle  dans  choqne  affaire  it^ft 
par  eux,  et  b,  donner  plein  effet  It  oes  d6- 
ciaions  sana  objeotious,  ni  ddlais  JvMJb 


Articlx  VIII. 

Every  claim  shall  be  presented  to  the 
Commissioners  within  a  period  of  six 
mouths,  reckoned  from  the  day  of  their 
fliBt  meeting  for  business,  after  notice  to 
the  respective  Governments,  as  presoribud 
in  Article  V.  of  tbis  Convention.  Never- 
theless, in  any  case  where  reasons  for  de- 
lay shall  be  estubliiihed  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Commissi  oners,  or  of  any  two  of 
tlietii.  the  period  for  presenting  tba  claim 
may  lie  extended  by  them  to  any  time  not 
exceeding  three  months  longer. 


ARncLR  vni, 

Toutes  lea  r^lamationa  devTont  Mie 
pr^wnties  anx  Commissairea  dans  ane 
pjrlode  de  sis  mois,  i,  dater  dn  Joar  ob  Jl« 
se  seront  r^nois  ponr  ootumenoet  lean 
travanx,  aprte  avis  donni  anx  gonvern*- 
meota  respoctifs,  conformtiment  aai  dis- 
positions de  I'Article  V.  de  cette  Conven- 
tion. Toutefois.  dans  tons  les  cas  oh  I'm 
ferait  valotr  de  JnstesmotifsdHdilaii  k  U 
satisfaction  des  Comuissaires  on  de  dem 
d'entre  eux,  le  temps  oil  r^lamatlon  sen 
valablement  pr^aent^  poumt  Mre^tenda 
par  eux  i  nne  p^riode  oni  ne  devra  peist 
eic^der  un   terme  additiounet  de   troii 
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withio  two  yeatB  froiD  the  day  of  thole 
Irn  meetinK  for  busineM  xi  afonwsiil ; 
which  period  shall  not  be  exteuded  exiiept 
only  in  oase  the  |i">oeedlnEH  «f  the  Com- 
miMioD  Hhsll  bo  inlermpted  by  the  doftth, 
loupacity,  rPtiromODt,  or  ceiwitioii  <if  the 
fnDt-tioni  of  *ny  oiio  of  the  CnmiDiiwioa- 
m.  ID  whicfi  rveut  the  |ieriod  of  two  years 
hriviu  nn>iKril)«1  sbnll  not  1>b  held  ti 


(ln(l«    _     .. 

rnptioii  may  actually 

it  Hhall  he  cotiiiM-lfiit  iti  each  cane  for 
ihr  said  Cum  III  iani  oil  era  to  decide  whether 
toy  ulaiiii  hsA,  or  baa  not,  Ix^en  duty  made, 
{mrcrrBd,  and  liiid  before  thora,  either 
■hally,  or  to  niiy  niid  wliut  extent,  no- 
anrding  la  tbi-  tnie  ititriitatid  meaning  of 


14« 

Im  r^cUlDBtiona,  dunH  leadenxaiia  Adater 
dn  jour  lie  lenr  preuiibre  reunion  comme 
ci-dFHiiui>;  ce  d^lai  tie  pourra  6tre  dteudu 
iiue  dans  le  caa  oh  lea  travaux  de  la  Com- 
tniSHJou  seraient  iuterrompiie  par  la  mort, 
I'JDcapncitl^  de  aeivir,  la  ddmiaaion  on  la 
vMeaiiou  de  foaoCioua  de  I'un  dea  CoiiiiiiIh- 
aaires.  Dans  cett«  fventnalit-^,  le  temps 
ob  nne  pareille  interruptiou  aura  exists 
de  fait  ue  sera  point  aompt£  dans  lelerme 
de  deiii  aiia  ci-deAaan  lixe. 

II  appartieudra  aux  dttji  Com  missal  res 
de  decider  daiis  chaque  affaire  si  la  recla- 
mation a  oil  u'a  pnH  6\i  ddmeDt  faite,  prri- 
aeut^e  ct  soiiuiiHU,  aoit  dans  sou  entirr,  soit 
en  pikrtie,  conformiSiuent  &  I'eaprit  et  h  la 
vi^ruable  aigniftcation  de  la  present*  Con- 


Articlk  IX. 

All  iiniiui  of  mom-y  which  may  be 
iwardeA  by  the  CommiHsionera  aa  nfore- 
•sid.  Khali  l>e  paid  by  the  one  Government 
(0  tbe  iitber,  an  tlii>  case  may  he,  at  the 
capital  of  the  (loverumentto  roceive  aueh 
payment,  witbiu  twelve  mouths  after  the 
ditrof  the  Anal  award,  without  interest, 
ud  vithout  any  deduction  save  as  apeci- 
Ai1  ill  ArticlK  X. 


Articlk  X. 

The  CommiaaioDera  shall  keep  an  ac- 
lunte  record  and  oorreot  minutes  or 
notw  of  all  their  prooeediufts,  with  the 
■lalM  thereof;  and  the  Oovemmenta  of 
Ibn  United  Ststesandof  France  may  each 
appuiDt  and  employ  a  Secretary  versed  in 
lif  langnago  of  both  countries,  and  the 
Uomuiiiisloners  may  appoint  auy  other 
wtwtmty  oCQciir  or  ofHoen  to  assist  them 
in  the  tratisaotioD  of  the  biutiness  which 
iBH  conui  before  thoui. 

Each  Oovorninent  Hhall  pay  its  own 
CoDfimissioneT,  Secretary  and  Agent  or 
Connwl,  aud  at  the  name  or  equivalent 
nks  of  corapaiisation,  oa  uear  as  may  be, 
for  like  ofBcfm  on  the  one  side  as  on  the 
"ther.  All  otber  eipensee,  including  the 
(cnpensatioii  of  the  third  Comniissioner, 
"hieh  latter  shall  be  equal  or  Equivalent 
Mtkat  of  the  other  Couimisaionent,  shall 
bede&aycd  hy  the  two  GoVBTnlueute  in 
■qaa]  moieties. 

The  whnlii  expenses  of  the  Commissiou, 
including  contingent  expenses,  Hhall  he 
'lefriyt'd  by  a  ratable  deduction  on  the 
imonnt  of  the  sums  awarded  by  the  Com- 
nittinuen.  pmvided  always  that  such  de- 
duction shall  not  exceed  the  rate  of  five 
Kr<«iitumoD  thesums  so  awarded.  If 
'h«  whole  expen BBS  shall e(ce»d  tbisrate, 
then  the  excess  of  espense  ehall  be  de- 
Hyed Jointly  by  the  twoGovernnientsiu 
■^liisl  moietira. 

H.  Ex.  235 10 


Akticlr  IX. 

Toutes  lea  sommea  d'argent  qni  poDr- 
raient  6tre  allon^ea  par  lea  Commissalrea 
en  Tertii  dca  dispositions  pr^cSdentes  de- 
vront  Atre  Teni6es  par  I'lin  dea  gouTsme- 
ment«  h  I'antre  anivant  le  cas,  dans  la 
capitale  dn  goavernement  qui  devrarece- 
Toir  le  payumeut,  dans  lus  doiize  mois  qni 
Buivront  la  date  dn  Jngemenl  final,  sans 
int^rAtd  ui  autre  d6ductions  que  celle  »pi- 
oifiAea  dan  a  1' Article  X. 

Akticlk  X. 

Lea  Comniissairos  derront  tenirnn  pro- 
0^  verbal  exact  et  con  server  dea  mi  antes 
ou  notes  coirectes  et  datSes  de  tons  leur 
travaux;  les  gouvernements  dea  Stats- 
Unis  et  de  France  pourruut  cbacun  num- 
mer  et  employer  an  Secrdtatre  ven^  datu 
le  laugage  des  deux  pays  et  les  Couimis- 
aaires  ponrront  nomnier  tela  autree  em- 
pIoy&4  qu'iU  jugeront  n^cesaaire  pour  lee 
aider  dans  t'expdditioii  dea  affaires  qui 
viendroul  devaot  eui. 

Chaque  goavemement  payera  ses  pro- 
presCommissaires,  ttecrdtaire  ct  agent  on 
cousei1,etla  com  pen  nation  qui  leur  sera 
alloii6odevr»6tre6galeou  equivalent*  au- 
taut  qua  powible  dea  iluux  c6t^a  pour  les 
fonctionuairea de  m^me  rang.  Tontesles 
autre  dCpeusea,  y  compria  l^llocatioD  da 
trolHi^nio  Ccmmissaire,  qni  sera  6gale  ou 
^nivalente  k  cello  dea  deux  autres,  seront 
sapporties  par  lea  deux  gunvemementa  en 
parts  Agates. 

Les  ddpeuses  gdo^ralea  de  la  Commia- 
sion,  y  conipris  lea  ddpenses  ^ventnelles, 
seront  couvertea  par  nue  deduction  pto- 
portionelle  aur  le  uinntaut  dee  soinmes 
allouties  par  lea  Cuuiniissairea  ;  il  est  en- 
tttmlii  toutefoiB  que  oette  ret^une  ne  duvra 
pas  exc4der  cinq  pour  cent  dea  sommes 
accordSes.  8!  tea  nripenses  g^n^rales  ex- 
c£daient  ce  tani,  le   atirplus  serait  nap 

Krt£  coDjointement  et  en  parts  ^gales  par 
I  deax  gouvemenieuta. 
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Akticlk  XI.  Akticlk  XI. 

The  High  ContractiDK  Parties  a^ree  to  Les  Haates  Parliu  oontrftolkntM  nnt 

oonsider  the  reanlt  of  the  proceedings  of  ooDvenneB  ile  oouHld^rer   le  r^nllat  dtm 

theCommiBsiou  provided  by  this Couven-  tmvanx  de  la  Conimuwion  iuatitarie  par 

tion  as  a  fall,  perfect  and  final  settlement  cette  ConventiOD    comme   nn  rtglemaot 

of  aoy  and  every  claim  apon  eitlier  Gov-  .oomplet,  parfait  et  it^Quitif  de  loutea  et 

ainnient,  within  the  description  and  true  de  chacane  des  rticlamatioas  cantre  I'du 

meKDing  of  Articles  I.  and  II. ;  and  that  d'otlM,  oonformrimenl  aux  termea  et  ft  la 

every  snch  olaim,  whether  or  not  the  same  vr»ie  BigoiQaatiuu  de«  Articles  I.  et  IL,  de 

may  "have  been  presented  to  the  notice  of,  telle  Borte  qne  taaUi  reclamation  de  cette 

made,  preferred,  or  laid  before  the  said  nature,  qu'etle  ait  oa  noa  ilt  pbrttfe  k  la 


Commission,  shall,  from  and  after  the  con-  oonnaUsance  dM  Commissalree,  qa'elle 
olnsionof  theprooeedingsof  the  said  Com-  leur  ait  ou  naa4t6  pr6seat4e  oDaoamise, 
miwioD, beoonsiUeredand treated a«flnal-  devra,  k  dat«r  de  la  fin  des  travanx  de 
ly  Mttled,  concloded  and  barred.  lodite  CommiBsioDj  Atre  tenne  et  oaiisid<- 

rte  comme  dtSnitivement  rfglte,  dteidte 

et  dtointe. 

Articlb  Xll.  Abticlk  XII. 

The  present  Convention  shall  be  ratified  l^  prfisente  Convention  seta  ratifies  par 

by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  by  je  Pr&ideut  des  fitats-Unis,  par  et  aveo 

and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  I'avis  et  oonsentement  do  Btnal,  et  par 

Senate  thereof,  and  by  the  President  of  le  PrSsident  de  la  R^p.ibliqae  Franoaise, 

thePrenahRepublic.andtheratiQcatioQs  et   les  ratificatioiis   seront   johansiea  i 

shall  be  exchanged  at  Washinaton,  at  as  Washington,  an  jonr  le  plna  npprooh< 

early  a  day  as  may  be  possible  within  qn'il  sera  possible  dans  lee  neuf  mols  A 

nine  months  from  the  date  hereof.  partir  de  la  date  dn  present  aote. 

Jn   testimony   whereof   the  respective  En  foi   de   qnoi,  les  PWaipotentiaiwa 

Flenipotentaries  have  signed  the  present  reapectifs  ont  sign*  la  prjsentA  Convsn- 

Convention,  in  the  English   and   French  tion  en  langue  franoaise  et  anglaiae  an 

languages,   in   duplicate,   and    hereunto  double  original  et  y  ont  appoaTlanr  (*- 

afBxed  their  respective  seals-  chete  respecti&i. 

Done  at  the  city  of  WoshiogtoD,  the  Fait  dans   la  ville  de  Washington   k 

fifteBntti  day  of  Jaunary,  in  the  year  of  qninie  Janvier  de  Taanje  de  Notre  8«i- 

onr  Lord  one  thonsand  eight  hundred  and  gneur  dii-hnit  cent  qnatre-vingts. 
eighty. 

WiLUAM   HaXWRLL  EVARTe.  WlLUAM    MaXWEU.   EVABIS. 

„  C"**'-3  [8KA1.1 

Max  Outrby.  [bral.]  Max  Odtsbt.  [sbai-J 

And  whereas  the  said  Convention  has  been  duly  ratified  on  both  porta,  and  the 
ratifications  of  the  two  Governments  were  exchanged  in  the  city  of  Woahingtoa  on 
the  twenty-third  day  of  Jane,  one  thousand  eight  hnndred  and  eighty: 

Now,  therefore,  be  it  known  that  I,  BnTBERpoRD  B.  Hayks,  President  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  have  cansed  the  said  Convention  to  be  made  pablio,  to  the  end 
that  the  same  and  every  article  and  clanse  thereof  may  be  observed  and  fulfllled  with 
good  faith  by  the  United  States  and  the  citiiens  thereof. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand,  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  United 
States  to  be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washington  this  twenty-fifth  day  of  Jane,  In  the  year 
[UAI.]         of  our  Lord,  onethousand  eight  hnndred  and  eighty,  and  of  the  independ- 
enoe  of  the  United  Statee  the  one  hnndred  and  fonith. 

n    ...    ^     ..  R-  B-  HATES. 

By  the  President : 
Wm.  M.  Eyarts, 

5eoretarjr  of  Statt. 
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CweMe^jDly  l>,l«a:;  ratiautton  ulriwd  b;  Ibf  Bcute  AumutS.  lS82i  rmtilled  b;  tfaa  Fnaldnit 


if  the  TrsDob  B«pul 


By  thb  Prcsidbnt  of  thb  United  States  or  Aherica. 

A  PBOCLAMATION. 

Enow  ;e.  that  whereaB  a  Buppiemcntary  conTentian,  extenilitii^  Ihe  toiui  of  the 
dimtiOD  of  the  CommiiwioD  oraanizcd  under  the  Convention  uf  January  15,  1880,  for 
tbe  Httlement  of  the  claiuis  of  vitizenB  of  either  eountr;  OKainat  the  froTeriiment  of 
the  other,  was  conclnded  between  the  United  State*  and  the  French  Kepnblic,  and 
ngned  bj  their  TCBpective  plenipoteutiaTieB,  on  the  l!Hb  da;  of  July,  ei^chteen  bunilred 
and  eighty-two,  the  original  of  which  convention  is  word  lor  wiinl  mt  foltowit: 

The  United  State*  of  America  and  the  LegoDveruemeutdeH  £tatB-Uuis  il'Amtf- 
French  Repablic,  bein^  pertnadod  tb«t  liqneet  legouvemement  delaR^publiqna 
the  Ubon  of  the  Commiuion  for  the  Ht-  Fran^aise,  ajant  acquis  la  conviction  qne 
llsoMnt  of  the  claims  of  cltiiena  of  either  lee  travaui  de  ta  Commimion  potir  le 
ritglenient  iles  r^claniationu  dee  citojeoB 
de  cbacnn  den  denx  paja  oontre  1e  gOQ- 
verneDient  de  I'antre,  qui  a  6t6  institiife 
par  la  Convention  cntre  les  deux  goa- 
veraements  sigu^e  &  Wanliington  le  15 
T .-__  igyQ^  ug  peuvciit  f  tre  terminfia  ar 


u  between  the  two  governments 
Bgned  at  Washington  the  15th  day  of 
Jaoaary,  1^80,  cannot  be  concluded  nith- 
in  the  term  Szed  by  tbatcunventiou,  have 
deemed  it  expedient  to  conclude  a  snpple- 
mentary  convention  extending  the  term 
of  duration  of  aiiid  CommiMion  for  a  fur- 
ther period,  and  have  named  as  their  re- 
apeetivB  plenipoteatiaries  to  that  end,  as 

The  President  of  the  Cnlted  Statm, 
Frtderick  T.  Frelingbnyeen,  Secretary  of 
Slate  uf  the  United  States;  and 

The  Prceidenl  of  the  French  Hepubliu, 
Th^odore-Justin-Dominique  Bonstan,  £a- 
•oy  £ittBordinary  and  Minister  Pleoipo- 
leatiary  of  Fraoce  at  Washington,  Com- 
naoder  of  the  National  Order  of  the 
Lwioti  of  Honor,  etc.,  etc.; 

who.  after  having  communicated  to 
each  other  tbeir  respective  fall  powers, 
Iband  in  sood  and  doe  form,  have  agreed 
apoD  the  following  article: 

SOLE  ARllCLE. 

The  term  of  two  years  fixed  by  the 
Mmnd  paragraph  of  Article  VIII.  of  the 
Convention  between  the  United  States 
ud  the  French  Republic,  concluded  Jan- 
uary 15,  1S8D,  within  which  the  Commis- 
Boners  appointed  tberennder  shall  be 
boond  U>  examine  and  decide  upon  every 
claim  presented  to  them,  is  hereby  ex- 
mded  to  July  first,  1H83. 

Solbing  in  this  agreement  contained 
■lisll  extend  or  alter  tne  terms  fixed  in  the 
Ant  paragraph  of  said  Article  Till  for 
the  presentation  of  claims,  bnl  the  same 
■hall  remwn  as  therein  Bxed. 

If  the  prooeedings  of  the  Commission 
■bait  be  iutetroptM  by  the  death,  inca- 

K'ly,  retirement,   or  cessation  of  the 
ttona    of  any  one   of  the   Commis- 


tenuc  fix£ parcel 
de  condiire  une 
taire  pour  prolor 


tnppl  Amen- 
de fa  dnr£e 
une  6|>oqne 
effet  poor 


:,  Fred- 


deladit<   _ 

nlt^rieure  et  ont  nomni6  k  oet 

leiirti  pldni  potent]  a  ires,  savoir 

Le  PriSBident  dea  Etats-Uuis, 

eriok  T.  Frelinghuysen,  Secretaire  d'£tat 
des  £ta^UniB  et 

Le  President  de  la R^publiqueFranQalse, 
Mr.  Theodore- JuHtin-Domiuique  Bountaa, 
Envoys  Extraordinaire  et  Ministre  pl^ni- 
poteutialre  de  France  ik  Washington,  Com- 
mandenr  de  I'Onlre  national  de  la  LAgion 
d'Houneur,  etc.,  etc.; 

Lesqaels,  apr^  a'etre  communiqn^lenrs 

Sleins  pouvoiiH,  trouv^  en  bonne  et  dne 
>rme,  sent  conveuua  I'articte  siiivant : 


AXTICLK  DNldUB. 

)  de  deux  ane  &x6  par  le  Becond 
paragaphe  de  I'att.  Till,  de  la  Convention 
eotre  lee  Btate-Unis  et  la  R^pnbliqna 
Franfaise,    conclue    le   15  Janvier  1HM), 


dans  lequel  lea  Commit 

■- ' intaft    - 


nomm&  plui 
sr  et  i  juger 
toute  reclamation  k  enx  presentee  est  pro- 
longe  par  le  present  acte  Jusqn'au  pre- 
mier Juillet  1883. 

Cette  disposition  ne  peut  avoir  aocnn 
eflet  poor  et«ndre  on  modifier  lea  deiais 
fixes  dans  le  1*'  paragraphe  dn  dit  Artiola 
Till,  pour  la  jiresentation  dea  rfclams- 
tions,  oes  d^lais  devant  demearer  tela 
qn'ils  ont  ^te  fix^ 

Si  les  operations  de  la  Commiseion  sont 
interrompnes  par  la  mort,  I'lucapocitti  de 
sieger,  le  depart  on  la  cesaatioD  de  fono- 
tions  de  I'un  des  Uonuuiseaires,  dans  oa  , 
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aionen,   tbeu   the  period   Tor  which  the  oan  le  torme  JoBqu'anqnel  la  dnrfe  do  la 

term  of  the  Comaiisainn   i»  hereby  es-  CommiBsion  a,  6td  pralong«e  par  la  p(^ 

t«nde<i  ahall   not  be  held  m  iuolade  the  seate  ouuveutluo  una.  ctiai\6  d^falcatjou 

time  diirinR  which  anch  iDtorruptiou  may  faite  da  t*jiiip«  pendant  leqael  la  caiu«  de 

aotnalty  exiiit.  rinterrnptioQ  anra  Hiitwiau. 

Tb»  present  Convention  shall  bo  rati'  La  pr^senle  Convention  sera  ratiS^  et 

fled  and  the  ratiticaliona   eicUangeil   at  lesratilicatlODBSerout ^ohanft^ft Waali- 

WiMliiuEtou  at  OH  early  a  day  as  may  be  in^^ton  dana  le  plus  conrt  d^Iai  poaaible. 
practicable. 

Ill   teHtiniony   whereof   the  respective  En  foi  de  quoi  les  pldnipotentiairna  rea- 

pleuipot«ntinrieB  havx  signed  Ifao  preBent  pecti  Ts  ont  sign&  la  prjnente  Convention 

oooveution,  in  the  Englieb  and  Frenoh  en  laoKues  aitfilaise  et  frantaise  en  dapli- 

lauKuagrH,  iu  dnplicate,  and  hnve  bere-  cata  et  Tout  rev'etiie  de  teura  Hoeaux  m- 

unto  Ftffiied  their  respective  seals.  pectifs. 

Done  at  the   city  of  Washington   the  Fait  ii  Wnshii^toii  le  dii-iienf  Jnillet 

t9th  day  of  Jnly,  in  Ihe  year  of  our  Lord  mil-buit  cent  qnatre  vingt-deux. 
one  tboiisand  eiKht  hundred  and  eighty- 


Ami  wbf.reus  the  said  Convention  haa  been  duly  ratified  on  both  parts,  and  the  nUi- 
flaations  of  the  two  governments  were  exchanged  in  the  city  of  Washington  on  the 
twenty-eighth  day  of  December,  one  thousand  eight  hnndred  and  eighty-two: 

Vow,  therefore,  he  it  known  that  I,  Ciikbtbr  A.  Artsub,  President  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  have  caused  the  said  Convention  to  be  mode  public,  to  the  end  that 
the  same  and  every  article  and  clause  thereof  may  be  oliaerved  and  fnlfilled  with  gooil 
faith  by  the  United  States  and  the  citizens  thet«of. 

Id  testimony  whereof,  I  hare  caused  the  seal  of  the  United  States  to  be  hereunto 
aEBxed. 

Given  under  my  band,  at  the  olty  of  Washington  the  29tb  da^  of  December,  in  the 
year  of  onr  Lord,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-two,  and  in  the 
[8KAL.]   one  hundred  and  apventh  year  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  Utates  of 
America. 

CHESTER  A.  ABTHUB. 

By  the  President: 

FRKD'K  T.    FRBLINaHUYSEM, 

Setralary  of  Stale. 


ConvmHoH  belweeH  tht  Untttd  Slatei  of  AnuriiM  and  Ihe  Frenek  Bepublic  for  tJk«  fmrtlMr 
(it#iul0R  0/ Ike  termt  of  Iht  Claim  Commiitio*  aiiUiblt$ktd  anjer  tA«  waMa/toMo/Jisa- 
■ary  15,  1880. 

[COBCtadad  Pebnwry  8,  1889  -,  nttfluClon  advlaail  bv  the  Rtuktn.  wltb  an  ftmcodrnsnt,  Fabnuiv  31. 
IKS;  raUfledhr  tbePmidentof  the  ITolCed  Staui.  Aprils,  1883,  ntiflad  by  the  Prealdant  of  (he 
Fnneh  Repablie,  Jnne  — .  1883^  mtlftoiiUoDa  eiahugedJune  U.  IMSi  pnHUined  Jane  SS,  I8n.) 

Bt  thr  President  of  thb  Umitkd  Statks  op  Amrrica. 

A  PROCLAMATION 

Whereas,  a  Convention  for  the  extension  of  the  tenn  of  the  Frenoh  and  Antericaii 
Claims  Commiasion  to  April  1,  1884,  was  oouoluded  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  Ihe  French  Republic  and  signed  by  tlieir  respectivo  plBuipotentiariex 
on  the  eighth  day  of  February,  eighleen  hnndred  and  aigbty-tbree,  which  conven- 
tion as  niueuded  by  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  is  word  for  word  as  follows : 

Canmiliofl    briaeen   lh»    Uniltd    Slatt$  of  Cbniva'ioit  ratre  lei  Stat»-(TiiU  d'Amiriii*r 

Ameriva  and  the  Frenoh  Bepnhlio  for  the  et  la  RipabUqae  FraitfaiMponr  protonger 

exleii»ion  of  Ihe  tern  of  IM  French  and  U  terme  de  la  d*rie  d»  la  CoMmieeion  d* 

American  CUiimt  CantmitHon  U>  April  I,  lUclamaHoiu    F^anoo  -  Anirteaimn,    jnt- 

1884.  qa'an  l«r  Avril  1884. 

The  Oovernment  of  the  United  States  Le  Oouveruemeut  des  fitats'Unia  d'A- 
of  America  and  tho  Government  of  the  m^rique  et  le  Oonvemement  d«  la  B^- 
Frenob  Republic,  being  persuaded  that     publique  FraDtraisa,  ayant  aequia  la  con- 
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tbc  Ubora  of  the  ComniiMlon  fbr  the  tet- 
tlrimnt  of  the  olaims  of  citiHoe  of  either 
MDatry  K^iiiit  tbe  Gnveniment  of  the 
other,  wbich  was  organized  auder  the 
CoDTention  between  the  two  Governments 
nitnMl  at  WMbiDgton  the  15th  day  of 
JiDDBry,  18U0,  and  wbicb  waa  extended 
10  Jnly  lat,  ItiSt,  by  the  BupplemelitarT 
(ODTentioii  of  Jnly  I'Jth,  IBtti,  cannot  be 
toDctnded  by  July  1st,  18B3,  have  deemed 
il  expedient  to  aoDclnde  another  snpple- 
nentari'  conventioii  eiteoding  the  term 
of  daraiiou  of  said  Coanninion  for  a  fnr- 
iber  period,  and  have  namvd  an  their  re- 
(pective  plenipDtcatiarieB  to  that  end,  aa 

The  Prmident  of  the  United  Stales, 
Kredrrir.k  T.  FrelinKboyBeu,  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  United  gtatea,  and  the  Preei- 
deiit  of  tbe  Freuch  Sepobltc,  Tbjodore 
JiutiD  DomJDiqne  Ronetsn,  Envoy  Extra' 
ordinary  and  Miaiiit«r  Plenipotentiary  of 
France  at  Washington,  Comoianiler  of  the 
Kalional  Order  of  the  Legion  of  Honor, 

Who,  after  having  oomniRnicated  to 
each  nther  their  respective  fnll  poweia 
found  in  good  and  dne  form,  have  agreed 
npon  tbe  following  Brtiolea: 

AXTICLS    I. 

Tbe  term  of  tiro  years  fixed  by  the  sec- 
nnd  para);raph  of  Article  VIII.  of  the 
ConTfntion  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Freuch  Bepiiblic,  concludeil  Jan- 
nary  15th,  18a0,  within  which  the  Com- 
minioDeni  appointed  thensnnder  ahall  be 
bound  to  exuiuine  and  decide  npon  every 
clsini  preaeiited  to  tbein  which  was  ex- 
Irnded  to  July  Ist,  1I40,  by  the  aupple- 
iMDlary  cjinvention  of  July  19th,  1832.  is 
liereby  extended  to  the  firiit  day  of  April, 
A  U.  1484. 

Nothing  in  this  agreement  contained 
■ball  extend  or  alter  tbe  tenna  llxed  in 
lie  Grat  paragraph  of  aaid  Article  VIII. 
for  the  preBentationofc!>iima,bnt  the  same 
■lull  remain  as  therein  fixed. 

If  tbe  proceedings  of  tbe  Commiaaiou 
^11  be  intermpted  by  tbe  death,  inoa- 
pieity.  retirement  or  cessation  of  the 
(oDctionsofanyoneof  theCommisaioners, 
UiFD  thn  period  for  which  tbe  term  of  the 
CoiDDiiasion  ia  hereby  extended  shall  not 
btheld  to  inclnde  the  timednring  which 
nrb  interruption  may  actually  exist. 
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victioD  one  lea  travaoxde  la  Commisaion 
poor  lereglementdes  reclamations  dee  ei- 
toyena  de  chacnn  dee  desdeiix  pays  conti* 
le  Gonvemeinent  d«  I'autre,  qui  a  6ti  in- 
atitniepar  Id  Convention  entre  lee  deux 
Gonvememente  signSe  &  Washington  la 
IS  Janvier  18^0,  laqiielle  a  6i6  prolons4 
Jnaqn'an  1"  Joillet  1863,  en  vertu  de  la 
Convention  anppWmentaire  do  19  Jnillet 
1882,  ne  peuvent  fitre  terminus  le  1"  Juil- 
let  1883,  ont  r^soln  de  cnnclure  nne  autre 
Convention  anpplAmeataire  pour  pro- 
longer  le  termedeladurtode  la  dite Com- 
mission Jusqu'fc  nne  jpoqne  nlt^rienre,  et 
ont  Doniiu^  &  cet  effet  poor  lenrs  pltfntpo- 

Le  Pr&i'ldeDt  dos  Ctats-Unis,  Mr.  Fred- 
erick T.  Freliughitysen,  Secretaire  d'£tat 
des  £tat«-Unis,  et  le  President  de  la  R«- 
pnbliqne  Franfaise,  Mr.  Tb^odore-Jostin- 
Dominiqne  Roustan,  Envoyi  Extraoidt- 
naire  et  Ministre  PMnipotentiaire  de 
France  k  Washington,  Cummandenr  de 
I'Ordre  National  de  la  Legion  d'Hoonenr, 

Leeqnels,  apr^  s'Stre  coinnmniqui  lenra 

Sleine  ponvofra  troovte  en  bonne  et  dne 
inae,  sent   convenns  des  artlclee  sni- 

ARTICI.B  I. 

Le  terme  de  denx  ana  fixri  par  le  den- 
xibme  paragruphe  de  I'Article  VIII.  dela 
Convention  eotre  les  fitats-Uuis  et  la  Ri- 

pnbliiine  Fran;aisi>,  concluo  le  lli  Janvier, 
IfiSO,  dans  lequel  lea  Conimisaairea  nora- 
m&i  pins  bos  soiit  aatrcints  i^  examiner  et 
dinger  tout^s  r^damutiona  4  enx  pr6Ben~ 
t^ea,  leqnela^t^prolong^jueqn'auln'Jull- 
lotlSSS,  en  vertu  dela  Convention  anppl*- 
mentaire  du  19  Jnillet  It^HU,  eat  prolong^ 
par  le  prisent  sot«  jusqu'itu  premier  Avril 
18B4.  Cette  disposition  no  pent  avoir 
aucun  effet  pour  6tendre  on  modifier  lea 
d^lais  Sx^  dans  le  premier  paragraphe  dn 
nSsentation  des 
rs  d^laia  devant  demeurer 


interrompues  par  la  niort,  I'incapsoiK  de 
singer,  le  depart  ou  Id  cesaation  de  fnnc- 
tions  de  I'un  dee  Commiaaaires,  dnna  ce 
oaa,  le  terme  Jusqii'auqnel  la  Anifie  de  la 
Commission  a  ^t^  prolong^  par  la  pr^ 
aente  Convention  sera  calcnl^  defalcation 
faite  dn  temiis  pendant  leqnel  la  cause  de 
I'intermptioD  aura  sobsist^. 

Articlx  II. 


•ion  after  the  first  day  of  Jnly,  1H83. 

The  present  Convention  shall  be  ratified 
ud  tbe  ntificationa  exchanged  at  Wash- 
ington at  aa  early  a  day  as  may  be  prsc- 
tictbU. 


Juillet  IS»3. 

La  pr^aente  Convention  sera  ratiSfe  el 
lee  ratifications  echao^eea  it  Washington 
dans  le  pins  eonrt  d^lai  poaaible.  i 
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In  teatimony   whereof  tlie    reapeotive  En   fol  de  qnoi,  leu  Pldni potential ra 

PlenipotentUnea have  Bizned. the  present  respeatifa  oat  aiffii  la  prtisente  Conven- 

Gonveotion  In  the  Enf^ltsh  and  French  tion  en  langiies  Franfaige  et  ADflaise,  so 

IkQguacMfin  duplicate,  and  have  here-  duplicata.et  font,  rev6tnede  leunsMMi 

unto  afBxed  their  reapevtive  seala.  respectifs. 

Done  at  the   city  of  WashinKton   the  Fait  k  la  ville  de  WashiDgtoo  c«  hei- 

eighth  day  of  February,  in  the  year  of  tiemejoarde  Fdvrierdel'audegrftce  mil 

ODr  Lord  one  thouaand  eight  hundred  and  huit  cent  qaatre-vingt-troia. 
eighty-three. 


AncL  wherona  the  aaid  Convbntion  haa  been  dniy  ratified  on  brith  parts,  andthentti- 
Beatings  of  the  twoOovernments  were  exchanged  in  the  city  of  WaahlngtOD  »□  the 
twenty-tlfth  day  of  June,  one  thoiuund  eight  hnudred  and  «ig1ity>three  : 

Now,  thurofore,  be  it  liiiown  that  I.  Chester  A.  Arthur,  President  of  the  United 

States  of  America,  have  ciiuned  the  said  Convention  to  be  made  public,  lo  the  end 

that  the  same  and  every  clanae  and  article  thereof  may  be  observed  and  fu16iled  wilb 

good  faith  by  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  citizeua  (hereof. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  caused  the  aeal  of  the  United 

StAten  to  be  altixed.     Done  at  the  city  of  Washinelon  this  twenty-GfIb  d»y 

P  1  °^  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  eigliteeu  hnndrmi  and  eighty-three,  and  at 

LHEAi_j  ^^g  independence  of  the  United   Slates  of  America  the  one  hnndred  aod 

seventh. 

CHESTEH  A.  ARTHUR. 
By  the  President; 

FUBD'K    T.   FRELIX'GHUYStCN, 

Serrelary  of  State. 


DECLARATIOX  AS  TO  AUfBNDUEJiTS  IN  ARTICLE  I. 

The  Srcretary  of  State  to  the  Frenek  3Iinultr. 

Defartmrkt  or  Statr, 

IVagkiBgtoH,  Frbruarg  24, 186.1. 
Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  yon  that  the  Seaate  of  the  United  States  has  con- 
sented to  the  ratitlcBtinii  of  the  conventioD  concluded  on  Che  6tb  iuHtsnt  for  eit«nd- 
iDg  the  t«rm  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  ComtniBsiun,  with  the  following 
Kmendmeut.  viz : 

"Article  1,  paragraphs.  After  the  word  'duath'  at  the  end  of  line  2,  insert  tbe  word 


',  and  in  linea  ;t  and  4  atrike  out  the  words  '  retireuient  or  ceaaatiou  of  the  fnnc- 

Beqiieating  you  to  do  me  the  favor  of  advisitig  me  at  your  earliest  convenience  s» 
to  the  views  of  yonr  Government  in  regard  to  the  proposed  amendments, 
I  beg  yon  to  accept,  sir,  a  renewed  asanrnuce  of  mv  hitcbent  cooNideration. 

FREDERICK  T.  FRKLINGHUXSEN. 
Mr.  Theodore  RotJsTAK,  ^. 

The  French  Jf  jnwtsr  to  the  Seoretar]/  of  Slate. 

Legation  de  Friuick  adx  fiTATS-Ums, 

Wathingtan,  I«77  Fitrier,  108^ 
HoQslenr  le  SfaiRETAiRB  d'Etat: 

'  J'ai  revu  la  lettre  qoe  vous  m'avez  fait  I'honnenr  de  m'^crire  ]e  34  de  co  mois  en 
m'annonfaut  que  le  Seuat  avait  consenti  h  la  ratification  de  la  Convention  oonclne  Is 
8  Fdvrier  pour  prolonger  te  terme  de  la  Coramisaion  dea  r^ctamationa  Franca-Am6ri- 
oaioee,  aona  la  rtiaerve  ile  ta  modifluatioo  anivante: 

"Article  I.,  paragraphe  3,  aprl«  le  mot  'mort'  insurer  le  mot  oh  et  anpprimer  dans 
leg  ligni-s  suivanlca  les  mots  'depart  on  ceasation  de  fonctlons.'" 

Je  m'empresae  de  voua  infornier  qu'eu  vertn  dea  pleins  pouvoira  que  J'oi  re^ua  rie 
mon  Qouvemement  pour  la  concluaion  de  la  Convention  dont  il  a'agit,  etdans  le  but 
de  ae  pas  retarder  la  ratification  en  presence  de  la  prochaine  prorogation  do  S^nat, 
j'adtaire  i  la  modification  qui  a  iti  propot^e  et  J'en  informe  mon  Qonvemement. 

Venillez  airier.  Honaieur  le  Seeretaire  d'Etat,  lea  asanrancea  de  ma  tr^-hftate  ood- 
■idfration. 

TH.  BOUBTAN. 
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[Trudatloo.] 

Lkoation  op  Pranctb, 
WluMnglon,  Ft^mary  27,  1883. 
Mr.  Skcrktary  oy  Stats;  1  have  received  the  letter  whiuli  yon  did  me  the  honor 
M  write  me  on  the  ^th  Instkut,  inrormiDg  me  that  the  Senate  had  coneented  to  the 
ntifieation  of  the  convention  oonclmlnd  on  the  8th  of  February,  for  the  pnrpose  of 
«ituidbg  the  term  of  the  French  and  Americaii  Claius  Com  mission,  with  the  foUow- 
iif  ameuduient ; 

"Article  I,  poraK'^p'i  3.  After  the  word  '  defttb,'  at  the  eod  of  line  3,  inswt  the  word 
'or,' and  in  lines  Jand  4  strike  out  the  words  'retirement  or  cessation  of  the  fanc- 

1  hutec  to  iuforai  you  that,  In  virtue  of  the  foil  powers  which  I  have  receiveA  from 
■If  Govern nieut  for  the  oonchuion  of  the  convention  in  question,  and  in  order  not  to 
deliy  the  raliticatiou,  in  view  of  the  speedy  adjournment  of  the  Senate,  1  adhere  to 
the  proposed  amendment,  and  shall  so  inform  my  Government. 
St  pleawd  to  accept,  &c., 

TH.  ROUSTAN. 

Batifioalion  bg  the  Pratident  tf  the  French  B^ublio. 

Ajant  vn  et  examine  tes  dlt«8  Convention  et  IMolanition,  uons  lea  avons  appronvfes 
el  ippiDavons  en  vertu  dee  diBpoaitions  de  la  Loi  vot^  par  le  S^nat  et  par  la  Chambre 
dMiMpnt^;  Declarons  qn'elles  sont  accept^ee,  ratiH^es  et  conBnnlkw  et  Promettooa 
qa'elJFB  seront  in  viol  able  men  t  obaerv^ea. 

Ed  foi  de  qnol,  nona  avons  donn£  les  prAaent^'H,  revfituea  dn  Sceau  de  la  IMpobliqae, 

A  Paris,  le  Juin  1B83. 

[i_e.]  JULES  GREvy. 

ITnntlatioD.} 

Havinjc  seen  and  examined  the  aforesaid  convention  and  declaration,  we  have  ap- 

E roved  them  and  do  approve  them  in  virtue  of  the  proviaiona  of  the  law  passed  by  the 
mate  and  Chamber  of  Deputiea ;  we  declare  that  they  are  accepted,  ratified,  and 
«in£rmsd,  and  promise  that  they  shall  be  inviolably  observed. 
In  testimony  whereof ,  we  haveiaaned  these  presents,  bearinfttbesealof  theBepubllo. 
Paris,  Jnne  — ,  1883. 
[L.  B.]  JULES  GEEVy. 
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Exhibit  I 
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1,1984;  madeOoI.  8.  18S3. 

DUmUaed  for  want  of  Jarladlo- 

Uon.  Jaly  8.  1881. 
Award.  82.D10  at  A  p.  ct.  tmm 

JnlTl,  1809:  iiiadeDao.22. 1883. 
DlMlfowed.  I>eo.  8, 1883 

Award,  0300  at  A  p.  ct.  from  Jalj 

1.  1804 1  Diade  Juno  28. 1882. 
DiKDlaaed  for  want  ot  JurMlo- 


210  00 
800  00 


DlaaUowHi.  Oct.  13.  1 
Dtamlned  for  want  o 
tton.  Jane  4, 1883. 


Award.»NI0at»p,c(.frora8mt.         000  00.      4M  02 
l,18Wi  made  Hot.  2T,U8S.  I 


.;  Google 
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Cimatut  of  cUim.  |  Atom  vkML 


I    jMhna  Dnyfuu 

:    F.B.F0B<A«r((«t  .. 
BDlomoo  B^MlI 

<  J«ui  B.  Haltiluiff 

i     Joasph  Erieger 

I>odilDiqiw  Larat 

I     PMlFmwkud 

I    Aodrt  If  nua  

I     John  H.  Shrmkn.  ei'r 
of  TioMt  Dimmd, 

Chilitapbe  LslohBr . . . 

jMin  B.  Ckmlifl 

Laonthw  H.  Dodiihi, 
belr  of  Leon  Bonne- 

Uulmin  LkbiMqnitn. 

do 

CMhikrilM  A ,  QilnmBT 

<  TbmiAlle  Suvald. . . 

JuIm  PsTTDdiD 

JohnDoiuet 

Jau  Lonia  Xatnde  . . . 

BaptJatcTooTTea. 

AcbUledaCondeuc. 
fiBn^la    M.    Bum- 

Charlea  A.  Oaathlsr  . . 

DaTid  de  Laoiaa) 

'     JnlesOgar 

Joan  Oden'hal 

OdoD  Denoatta 


...  jycd  bjr  Gaa.  Weiliel 

CMUaondcontoiiUafiitDrn 
b;  Col.  Tliamaa. 

Hone.  hDf».  clntbiDE,  Ac, 

"~   '   ipOarrlairfi.catllft^Aa., 


ImkPD 


bjQan.Baob. 

CotloD,  homes,  mercbuidlae.  Ac, 
Mkea  by  Guna.  KrankllD  and 

DealniotlOD  ••t  bouH-  b;  D.  6. 

mitllary  anttaorlMm. 
CdUwi  Mod  bj  UaJ.  (icn.  Banka 


dealnijtd  by  LleiiC  J.  P.  W\g- 

Boat  and  merf  bandlM  deatcoyrd 

by  LiriiL  FiwUr. 
Taxes  lllrEally  Icrkd  by  U.  B. 


Oct.  30,  I8S 
Attg.lWt 


Dtc.t6,lWt. 
Haya.lMt 

Aag.>,lW 
1K3-1SH.. 

Apr.  B,  IW 

OeL  T,  18M . 
Aag.  30,  IMS 
Uayl,  isra.. 


May,    Oct, 
NOT..1BC3: 

Har..  18M. 


y  I  Peb.lll,18U. 


Cotton  Mken  by  Gan.  fiaoka .. . 

Horaea.  mnleii,  corn.  Av.,  telli 

by  Gan.  Kllpjitnok. 
Hoisea.   tolMKna.  Ac,  takan  > 

Catd*.  houafo.  frDCes,  Ao  ,  lak< 
by  Ccl.  E.  B.  Smith. 

Honca  Mkso  by  G«i.  Bank*  . . 

,a  o/"l 
Bankn 

8.  inlllUTyantboiitleB. 

Borara,  pnnltry,  ittlter-va 
takrnbyU.  fLauthorltli 
Two  lota  nT  cutUm  tak^D 


Shmeport,  La 

St.  Jobn  Baiillal  Par. 


St.CharlnPBiteb.La 

AHumpiioi  Pwtah. 
Point  Coapta  Parl^ 
NatAbltoeboa  ParuA 


Baton  RoafM.  La  ... . 

IjibadierUle,  La 

La  FoDRibe  Pariah.  La 

LaDBdlarllla,  La 

St  Landr;  Pailah.  La . 


Near  Uttls  Xoek.  Art 


lI«y,l8M  . 
Feb.  ID.  IMS 

Lk 
Ban.wBll.8.C 

Apr.  IS.  IMS 

New  Iberia,  La 

Jnly  1.18a. 

S(.MBrtlBaTina.LA  - 

Apr.lM ... 

do 

leW-'M 

K<wlberta.L»   

Jaly.lgM,.. 

•?«.""■ 

«j«P,«da>-,. 

GlKH^Ic 

FBBHCH   AND   AHEBICAN   CLAIMS   COUUI88IOH,  167 

lU  JfmUtd  Jlatn— Cob  tinned. 


PitoalpaL       lataiaM. 
HtMOO  llnLBtap.0. 


l.«eiS  tnlatap.o.|.. 


MSBD 

xna  00  I 


Liiin 

I  laLatap-o. .. 


t«BNI....da.. 

*.m  M  j 

^4M  0*  !     HlWt 

^•Ho«      \ni«i     \it»» 


\ma»      i,naoo|      s,iuoo 
(.«aa  •»!      4,Hooo       8,B9ooo 

t,TMTB       10,711  TG 

B,uau     I0,T«  u 

l*«"^ i I 


IL»  S      11.11TM      II,8tBM 
IVBDO'TBt.MSp.e.l 

<.i»riu|     U.«7 


rr  sol     u.« 


-I-- 

»  OO'        IBM  M 

Motl     t.iuoo'     «,8noo 

SNIaLatdiLe. 

LIMM         I,M1S0        l,0U9a, 

I 

1,«I<M;  8MO0        2,011M 


S.MIBt 


[nta(Sp.o. .. 


r,«n9«t....do  . 


How  dlapoHd  of. 

Amount  allowML 

PrtaolpU. 

lutunat. 

TotaL 

Award.  (3,000;  Interval  B  p.  BL 
rrom  Apr.  1.  I8M,  on  (504,  tbe 
baUncf     without     lolereati 
mad..  Mot.  «.  IgitS. 

*3,00«0« 

tsoooo 

•a.  BOOM 

from  Sept.  1,18«2;  madejnaa 
1*.  1883 

mo* 

MTE 

SUTf 

8,1883. 

(.moo 

B,lSt4t 

a,fiBiM 

Award,  (1,(33  2S;  latereatatl 

I,US» 

LtnoB 

%ntn 

Diaalaaed  for  want  of  Jurladk- 

^iMi,  ClB(.ia.l)>81. 

Awaid.  «l,00«  at  E  p.  M.  fkm 
Apr.  I,    IIW4:   made  Deo.  IB. 

H  to  IS  bale*  of  cotton  b;  the 

Award.  II,  100 :  interaat  at  S  p. 

St.  ftwn  Jan.  1,   te«4;   maJe 
Jnne  It,  1888. 
Award. (800;  interoiitat Sp^ot. 
from  Fab. 20.  l8aS;  made^ab 

i,«a»M 

I,  MOM 

1.000  M 

i,!un 

S7I  » 

Award.  1200 ;  Inlereat  at  S  n.  ot 

I»lilSrt().l  u  .«. 

MO  00 
1.MO0. 

aw  18 

LSNoa 

toaia 

a,aaioa 

too  00 

AvHd.ll^l:  lDl.rMt  at  S  p.  ot 

m  oo|      IX  3a 

Ma  21 

,  Google 
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Fnmfoli  AlMdle 

CthBt,  D.  vial.  Mlm> 

Jmdm  GnMsTC  DstI 
A.Q.W.DsflVM.... 


0«i>TKeITaok 

f OMph  DsTld,  adm'T. . 
AsgeUqne  D,  Btmh- 

FlorlmeDt  luid 

Ura.  Hut  Oanain .  - . 

lUjmoiid  Dcff« 

Engene  Dachunp.  _ . 


AutoUeCluippiil*.- 

•Tun  Merij- 

KloholkaTtlent... 


IM     FMotoltCntoMonc 
1)1     JunOODiDi 


133  LodIi  BoDierot 

IM  Plcm  A.  Olunwoh: 

lit  Chuletl..  Crout... 

US  Fnmfoii  DapUUir  . 


137  FmnjolB  LiKoar 

138  Beitrmnd  Eboa 

I2«     AnieU  L.  Pbillipp«. 
UO  I  JOMphBoiiiUane... 


US  I  OoillumieBnodeau. 
134  !  DDmlnlqnalAluDe.. 


185    JoaephBaque 

13S  I  QaiUaDina  Boireaiu  . 


Chancier  of  olalm. 

Bnildlie  damaged  aod  pivMrty 
taken  by  Ptcvoal'MarabAl  Darl- 
lag. 

IlnprlsonmeDt  by  Capt.  Qroatv, 

reanltiiiE  In  death. 
Cotton,  ma  Im.  oisd,  nheep.  taken 

by  Admiral  Port^. 
llershandlH,  &c..  takan  by  Qcn. 

fianka  and  Bt«ameT  "Surllns 

Prtea." 
Bry    gooda   takan  by   Proroat- 

Uanhal  aawyer,  &b. 
Honoa,  Ac.,  taken  by  offloera  of 


Cattle  and  clotlilDg  taken  by  Col, 

Holcorab  and  Capt,  Haoka, 
Cotton,  corn,  oatlle.  &o.,  taken  by 

Admltal  Porter. 
Lnmber,  horaaa,   Ac,,  taken    by 

Admiral  Porter 
Rpjtlty.    merchandiae,    iK.,  dea- 

truyed  by  Admiral  FarragaL 
Catlfe.  pooltry,  hooaebold  fnmf' 

tnre  taken  by  Oen,  Banka. 

bagjty.  Bogar,  &e,,  taken 

lak  en  by  Oen.  Oeary . , 
UorMB,  carriaoea,  nam,  hay,  &o,, 

taken  by  U.S.  tnwpa. 
8.000  nlloDB  of  rnm  taken  by  Oen, 

Weltiol, 
Flat-boat,   &a.,    taken  by   Oen. 


by  Gen 


Veltnl 


una.  Ac.,  taken; 


atoek  taken  from  atore  by  Gen. 

.    Flaiboat.  Ac.,takenor  deetroyed 
by  Obii.  Cameron, 
u. 1 — rriagea.  Ao,,  taken 


d  CoLW 


Impiiaonment  by  Col.  Orieraon, 

.    Sealty.  itaoda,  &a.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Sbe^man^    cotton   bnm^    by 

'      Col.  Jonna.  ' 

.1  Cotton  deatroyed  bv  Oen,  Uao- 

Artbnr. 
I  ClotblDEUiddry  gooda  takco  by 

Gen.  Swine. 
.|  Cotton  takenltyQen.  Banka;  cot- 
ton when  byU.S.giu>baat;lni- 

.    Hnte,  bay,  and  pnvialana  taken 


anby.. 


ihandlae.  Ac.  taken 

by  Gen.  Banka. 
Cotton  taken  by  Capt.  Banker  . . . 
Tobacm.  ooffes,  flonr,  &c.  taken 

or  dealroyed  bv  Gen.  Sherman. 
Wheat,  ooni,  and  gioaa  taken  and 

deetroyed  byOen.  Jobn  UoNtil. 
BiUlard  table,  rum,  ootton,  Ac.. 

taken  by  Gen.  Banka  (tol. 

Horaea  taken  by  Gen.  Franklin. . . 

Twanly-fonT  elaoka  of  hay  takeo 

by  Oen.  Smith. 
Dry  gooda,  grooetlea,  and  aU*eT 

cotn  taken  by  Oen,  Baoki. 


Feb.,  1809. 
Aug..  18oa . 


St  John  BaptiBtFai* 
lab.  La. 

NawOleua 

AToyellea  Farlah,  La . 


Mar.,  1M4  . 
Aug.,  1882  , 


Oct.  SO,  1881. 


Hay,  18«.. 
Oob.lSH.. 


"&" 


8t  Barnard  aad/eAt. 

aon  Pailahea. 
DonaldaonrUle,  La... 

ATOyeDea  Farlah.  La . 


illla  Pariabea,  La. 
Avoyallea  Paridi,  I*. . 

d» 

DonaldaonTllle,  La  ... 

Iberia'PaiJah,  La 

9tHartlnPaiiah.La.. 

SaTaBnah.Oa 

Ve(mllUonTUie.La.... 

La  Fonnhe  Parlah,Ia . 

Aunnptloo    Par 

Labadle>tUa.La... 

Bayoo  La  Fonrebft  I«. 

Ia  Fonrohe  and  Aa- 
anmpUon  Pailahaa. 

MewOrleanaandLlb- 


Uar„  Apr.. 

Feb..  1888., 
Hot..  1888  .. 

•ft."-' 

erty.M 
Jackeon.  loupa 

Tamo  Connty,  Hiai 
InmCoouty,  Vo... 

New  Orleaaa  and  I 

Helena  FarUb. 

St.Bemaid  Fariah.La. 

Hemphla,  Tenn 

lIoblle.Ala 

Bapldea  Pariah,  La . . 

St,  Landry  Fariah.  La. 
ColDmWa,aC 

Capa  Glaideao  Cana- 

t&Uo. 
St-Xasdry  Pariah.  L*. 

La  Fayette  Farlah,  La. 
et  BanaidPai1a)i,I«. 
St.  Jama*  Fariah.  La.. 

^d  by  Google 
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Fitootp^  1    IntMMt.  :     ToUL 


i  Amoont  «Uoir^ 

FrliMlii«L|  lutenat      Tot 


&»>SJ....do.. 


.  Dlullowed,  Oct.IS.l8eS.. 

.  Di»Ua>e<l.  Dec-8.  18SS.. 

.  IHHUowrd.OcLg,  ISeS... 

.  TMullovad.  Oct. ».  1888   .. 


.   Dtaraiwed  fbr  vantof  jnriidlo- [.., 
"u,  jQlf  a,  1881. 

lloired.Oct.  13.  1883 


^MB2t|....da.. 
l,VtW....ia.. 

a,«ITt[lltMep.o.l '  DlwUolre<I.Octob«13,18S3... 

a Award,  il,7U  %l  fi  p.  cL  froi 

Juihl.ieSt;  m>dflJuLS.IS 

I I  Dumtued  for  vaot  of  Jariiidli 

I  ,      Won.  Jnlv  B.  1S81. 
I I  DiuUlowadOctotaer  13,1883... 


It  SOj  TM  M'       2, 3IU  O 


Award.  $300  at  ft  p.  ct.  from  Jan.  ,       tM  00 

1.  ISM ;  made  Fab.  ID.  1883. 
Awai4,|j,T3Jatfip.ot.rnns  Apr.      %T35  «0 

■  '•—    -nadeNoT 


allowed,  October  I 


I.K9M         T,38eT&'      M.UI  Tl 
I^TMH       IRTngo.      S8,G8«« 


^TT»H 


X1,IMM|      AWtt 
4110  KF 


7.  ISO  00  With  tDt.. 

l.MaOO....da..„ 

lISOMtllt.>tSp^a... 

]9,*MM>....do 

H,inUIntMBp.a... 

U,lMMWl(blDt 

y.Tn  «,      43,001  SO 

M«OIJotBt«ji.<i... 

lll9t*ft....do.. 

mit....iii.. 

(l«OO....do.. 

ibinw....«o.. 


.:  DlMltowed,  JaiiiiBi7lB,ia8t.., 


308  TO 
3.1UO0 


18  79      11. 888  7S  Diaallowed,  April  20. 1883  . . 
»oa        SloaB  ool  DUaUowed,  May  38,1883... 

a  DlamitKid  for  want  of  lorUdio-    . 
I      Mob.  Feb.  10,  1S82. 

A*aid.*8,TU.RBt5p.et. 

I      jDlrai.lBea^  inadellar,:»,1884. 

Oa,H«  0«;  Uaallowsd,  N'OTenbnSS.USa.. 

:  Dinnlaaed  for  wast  of  Jnriadli 

tiaii.Janaar7  13.1882. 
]>l*aUowed.Oclober  13,1889... 


, 24.1882 

Dlaiiiliaed  for  vaototjDTttdlo-    . 
tJon.  Hatch  1.  188«. 
.    Dt>allawed.Febniar;B,18H   . 
S  Dlamlated  for  waot  of  joriidk 
'      tlon.  Jnne  3,  1882. 
.    A«ard.MOOatGp.ct.iyDniNoT 
I      10,  IBCB  i  taade^ov.  30. 1882. 
.    A«anl.|l,T04at&p.at.ftTiiii Jul 
I      1,1883!  niadeJaii.B,188i. 


.   Award.tI50aISp.otfr 

,      1.  1884  {  made  OotL  13, 
.    DiuUowed.  Daccmber  1 


l.TM  M     1.830  32 


8.tMIl 
800  00 


Google 
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Cfaamter  of  oUlm. 


ADtolne  ForqniM 

Ernest  B^lborf 

AnputlD  L.  fiergwli 

B«nnuid  LkflgU 

nCoun^i 

WId.    Jowpblae  8. 
Jowph  B*D[«iia 


J  HorBe«,oaTTlu«A,UMlcmttlatAll 

brQen.  FniikJiu. 
.    Potatou.  calibaoiH.  sad  idhIod 

Uken  bjUen.Cuiby. 
.   Orasjtes     lakaa    from   aobsoa 
I      WUAtT  by  anler  of  Oen.  Butli 
.1  Cation  Ukan  b/  Oen.  Bukt . 


I  Apr..  1W>  .-I  St. Uuy'a Pariah. La.. 


.,  Orieai 


iPutal 


Banks. 


.  aultAT  taken  by  Oun 


iHr 


Alfivd  Wootongham. 
Antolne  Capel 


I     JeanPtcTTeBUao.. 
TIsGCOt  Uuty 


N'ephtallB  Solomon. . . 

nanilP»nalt.adm' 
of  JastlneMeitli. 
DtolDO  Oallon 

•FnlesTanlaa 


Simoa  Hathlan 

JeaaHarieCau*.... 

Throphlls  Frols,  tutor 
of  Blanuha  H.  Ctus- 

UlSB. 

Csllna  CbapuB 


OtnerRlian 

Praniiola  Lebn>t. . . 
LoaiaJabnaon.... 
Uhaiiea  If.  HoBtr. . 
jiU.TUUcD  ... 
Ttotolro  T.  PrtTot 

«Lebn( 

J.aGabdln 


taken  by  Oeo.  Smltb. 
Watchea.    Jairelry,    ailTerirara, 
I      aod  uoney  takan  by  IT.  S,  tnwpa,' 
'  Dtt  Koodi  uid  inuoariea  t^an  by  . 

Oao.  CameroD.  I 

BuAT.ootlon.and  rniu  taknn  by  ! 

QeD«.  Banks  tud  Fmnkllo. 
Boraea.  oattla,    proTUIoDa.    &«,. 

taken  bv  Quo,  Uanby. 
WaKoni  and  bay  taksn  by  Qni.  | 


DwellluE-hoius  and  gonda  A< 
sln>te3  by  U.  S.  antboriclea. 

jTellineboasa  destroyed  by  Ua 
Bulline, 

ff laps.  Ilqnoin,  Iio.,  taken  byOen. ' 

Sooupalion  of  property  by  U.  8 


I  Sept.,  IMS 


.1  rort  Jackaou.  La 

-r  3L  Uartin'a  ParUb,!* 
.:  IberlaPariab.  La   .. 
.'  SL  Uartin'a  Pariah.  La 
..  Orleans Pirlab.I,a.. ..I 

I  SL  Barnaul  Parish.  La; 
.    St.  Jobn  Parlah.I.a  ...' 

I  Asauniptioii  I'arUk,  La 

at  KMtlD'a  and  St.  I 

Uary'B,  La.  i 

Orleaiis  Pariah,  U.... I 

3L  Bacnard  Pulah,  La. 


Sngar  taken  by  Gsn,  Wcltnl  . . 

Boraea  tak«  by  Oeo.  Prauktln. 

Horees.  carrUiEeii.  tm.,  lakes  b< 

Geu.  Banks. 
Cnttoo  Uken  by  Oen.  Banka  . . . 

Coitoo,  Ac,  taki'n  by  Qeu.  Uanb 
Cotton,  dry  ftoodi,  ie,.  uken  b 

Oen.  Banka. 
Horses,  malea.  Ilo, 

FnnUlD. 
Qoraea,  cattle,  poultry,  Jkc  taki<u 

bj  Oen.  Banks. 
Cotton  taken  by  Osn.  Banks 

Raio,  horsa,  Ac,  taken  by  Oen. 


April      and 
Hay,  ISM. 

.    I>ot.,l6W.. 


I  Uay.ltm. 


by  Oen,,  Apr.,  IBM.. 
March,  IM3 


laoksonrUlr,  La.. 


Baton  RoD|e,  La... 
M*trheE.Mi«a 


Apr.tBM  ..: 

AuR.IT.IueS.I 
Feb.  »).  IStS  j 


B^idea  Parkah.  La  . . 
La  Foil  robe  Harlah,  L 
La  Fayatte  Parish.  La 
Iberia  Parish.U.... 
Caddo  Pari«b.L».... 

EuUw.AlB     

,  Aroydlaa  Pariah.  La 

La  fayetla  Pariah,  La. 

,  AvoyelleaPariahiLa. 

:  St.  Uartin'a  Parish.  I« 
iu3»m.U... 


apparel,  &c„ 


.    Corinth,  TcBD  . . 


,(>vt.  IS. IMS.    St. Uutln Palish,  La.) 
.    Uay  l.lMa..|  Leonrille,La   | 


DwelliiiK.housa  deatroyad.  wood.  ,  18S1 ,  Bayou  Sa 

ooTD.  £a.,  taken  by  Oen.  Banka.  1 

Wood,  cotn.io.  taken  and  build,  i  Aok,  18n  ..:  St  John 
tiirt  oooupled  by  Qen.  Butler.  Ish,  La. 

Cigars,  tobacco.  &a.,  taken  by  U.  I  Apr.  3.  IMS. .  Btohaott 
9.  authorillea. 


,iz.d  by  Google 
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dn  OMed  atattm—Continned. 


Aiuunt  eUDMd. 

H—  dl,p«««t  of. 

oiu>t*llo«*d. 

Plinolpd. 

TeUl. 

Io(.r«at'    Total. 

AWatD 

■■•■■•►" 

Amrd,  »«7  .t  5  p.  Lt.  from  Apr. 

1.1864,  mulB  6ot  13, 1§83.' 
DIsmlMied  for  nnnl  of  Juriidlc. 

.loo.Jun8l3,  IWi 

•07  00 

„« 

..     do 

...do 

!iI»M 

I>lgini«»e<I  for  wsdI  of  Jarladio- 
tU.n,  June  28.1883. 

too  00 

»,» 

1,800  00 

...'!o 

DlimlaiKd  for  wkdI  of  jnrisdlo- 

DawsJU"?',.. 

H16.S00  20 

«.«'        -. 

33.mos 

1M«0» 

i7.mo5 

fniinJiii.  1, 1BS3,  madedoLS, 

Award.  (500  »t  5  p.  ot.  from  M»t 
24. 1863 ,  mule  Apr.  10, 1883. 

10000 

S2SU 

300  13 

i.o»»e 

2,  no  u 

l.OISM 

4,034  50 

a,  4m  BO 

tioii.M8r.l4,188a 
Award.  tUm  u  Sp  ct  from  Nov. 

1. 1805  1  mulB  fane  26.  1883. 
Award. (17875  at  5  p.  ol.  from 

Apr.  1. 1804,  mmle  illky■^^.  1883. 
Award.  «10,03a.t  5  p.  o.  from 

1,1804,  m«l«Uar.S0,18S4. 
DlamUnod  for  waul  of  jariadic- 

tlon.  July  8. 1881. 
DIsmlMedforiraBtof  jnriadio. 

lion.  U>y  23,  IMl. 

l.«»W 

780  00 
0,038  00 

718  18 
>,t»4T0 

1  408  11 

»,«»» 

..'..T. 

0.071  11 

S5T60 

30.030  78 

(wtoo 

^^ 

^ 

lioo,JnDe4.1««3. 

nutso 

Di«ml»ed  for  iruit  of  Jnriidic 

tinn.  July  0,1881. 
Airanl.  0800  al  i  p.  ci.  from  Apr. 

1.18«4riu«l«  (Jot  33,1883. 
Avaid.  0330  at  5p.  ot  from  Apr. 

l,lg«3!  made  1)00. 1MBS3. 

1.MMO0 
1.MSM 
UTMOO 

KmoD 

...do 

soooo 

830  00 

800  00 

1.800  00 

i.ooais 

M,  400  DO 

lnt..tBp.B 

1,7»4  00 

Illt.KtOp.0 

6,071  SO 

is,asooo 

!,47I5« 
M,BS10 

Ex.235 

3,740  83 
83,  800  00 

I.™  00 
t.»SM 

M^aoooo 

4.090  00 

71.073  7B 

H 

t<OD.Jnne4,l883. 
DiimUwd  for  rant  of  Jnrladlc- 

AwS!d.^l§!o30,l^iiiler*at  at  S 
□.ctfrom  Uayl.  1303  <  made 

ti»D.Hay23,1883. 

»,TeT40 

30,040  00 

a.ioaM 

11 

3,02004 

3,113  88 

4,  ma 

,  c 

;ooqI 
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No. 

Ham*  or  otalmaDt 

Ubaraolerordalni. 

....... 

A»«*b.r..         1 

1 

- 
178 

Almee  Leconple 

Cotton,  anKar,  ujieo  by  Lt.  J.  B. 

Bromlev. 
Cotton  ta^en  by  Oen-BankH 

M.yl.lS«a:. 

St.  Landry  Pari*k,L*.| 

ITT 

JeanHaneLajiarda.- 

Apr.  18.  I8M 

Matebitocbea  Parlak.  , 
NewOrieana.L> i 

ITS 

Anniuid  and  Mlcbacl 
Belne. 

FiBDfobi  TblervillD    . 

EtolEuKcne  Jacob  .. 
yr«^  Gueydan    ... 

AddeK-Coalon 

™!m  bv°G«D"B!fkr.'"  ™"™ 

Cotton,  poialoVH.  4,e..  takcD  by 
Om.  Sfaennan. 

BD  by  Capt.  H.  L.  Ua< . 
Hor»a.  catllo,  Ac,  Uk'rn  by  Col. 

HtaSonl.  ' 
Cattlr,  paint.  io-.takBoby  U.S. 

aoIhorillM. 
Soiar,  whlnky.  Sit.,  taken  b.v  V, 

Bonn,  floor.  &l-.,  taken  by  Oan- 

erals  Wllllainii  and  Antciir. 

■ZST'"' '•■'"'" '"'"•■ 

Houau  and  fencea  dentroyril  by 

Sneiir!«ttK4c..  taken  by  Gen. 

Cotton  tak<-u  and  t.>  l.vled  by 

Honwo.  cotton,  Ukfu  by  Gen.  N. 

P.  Bank^, 
Cattle    Inkeu    and    rrooiDE  de- 

atroy«ll.yGon.PaNnB. 
F<■^<'r^  Iralt.  lionor.  Sit..  iBkvn 

bvC.S.sntlmrltii'-. 
Rent  of  and  daina|FFa  to  anlton 

pnM  bv  Oen.  Bufl^. 
Bonr»  taken  and  inTeon  linpria. 

oiu-d  b.v  F.  H.  aiithoHtim. 
Horarataki'U  an-l  uenutn  impria. 

Oct.  1,1801 

m 

ISO 

in 

lB«2,18«a.... 

Nov..  1802  .. 
Hov.  S.li«. 

Sbelby  Cwiuty.  Teoa-l 

NewOrleaw.L. | 

Bayou  La  Foanba,  La 

IIewOrlaau.La 1 

in 

Elia  Henry  Flory.... 

D«.,  1B83.- 
Anl.  9.  IStl 

Fa.u««P.rf»l.L» 

in 

IM 

JeanB.EIl*ealde      .. 
Stanialaa  Plaaa«i     .. 

Dec.,  IWE.. 
May.  IBM 

Baton  Rouge.  La 

Kew  Ottoana.  La 

1ST 

1001,1804  . 

Fnnklln,ATk 

IBS 

Marie  L.  Tabor 

Oct,lBSZ  -. 

La  Fonrcbe  Pariah.  La 

isa 

m 
m 

EliaeLebrvl   

BeMrand  Bpyrle 

May,  iaS4  ,. 
July.  1804  .. 

Paitl«Conp«eFarlak.: 
Fancy  Point.  L» 

Apr,  1»«4.,. 
Feh.IS,l»J 

Ve™UllonTllle.La,..| 
Indian  VUUg^ La.... 

i»e 

SopblBS-SubliediT  .. 
AIIneP.C.Boalln   .. 

PlarreBrauel... 

FfMfoii  B.  Mann..L   .. 

June  1.  IM2 
Aug,  1,  tm 
liar.,  IMS  . 

Loalavllle,Kr , 

Ne»Orieana,L> 

Baton  Rouge,  La \ 

IM 

Pierre  Bonrir  

■XL.  isa:  .. 

IW 
SOD 

CollnJuberty 

Cel^tePafMVm— , 

Barce*  bnrtivl  by  Hen.  Wrltiel . 

Apr.a>,ieos 

Got. » IMS 

St.llartin<ille.La.... 
Bayon  La  Fonrcbe.  La. 

701 

AnobelKarpp. 

Snjiar.  tob-™..,  &r.,  Uk*n  by  Oen 

Feb.,  ltlS4... 

HIU.bo,«.gh.«J..--. 

302 

CianneWallM  

AnIolnePflltrr 

Morrhondlw'  taken  and  piTaon 
ItOiirrd  bv  G<'n.  Wriiir]  ..       , 
HonaxaDd  contfnto  deatroyed  by 

U.  S.aulborltlrfc 
Cnlt"n.  horaea,  tif  .  taken  by  U. 

R.anthoritl«L                       ' 
Leather  takpn  by  Gen.  K.  P.  Bank 

Apr,.  1801... 

Tetre  Bonne  Pariah,  La 

206 

2oa 

Sept.,  1804.. 
Apr.  10, 1804 

Sp^rrSSTA::: 

MT 

RoaaK.N-epreui.tn'ii. 

StMunbnal,  biirw.  talieo  by  Geo. 

Franklin. 
DwrllluB-bonw,    *c..  de.troyed 

hv  (ifn.  WillianiM. 
Coltvn  Ukm  by  Gei>.  N.  P.  Banlia 

May.  IMS.. 

8t.UartlDiiIIe,L»-..  1 

lOS 

Elltabetb  Pujol 

Adelaide     C.    Lenot- 

AoK.,  1M2... 
May,  IM4    .. 

Bai™Hfflne.La 

ManaBeid.La 

31! 

Vini-enlAvet 

Colt™,  bnmea.  Ac.  taken  by  Col. 
Dry  ii<><>da,  &r.,  taken  byF.S.au. 

Dec.,  1M2   . 

US 

JameaMadiinnWell.. 
administrator. 

Apr.,l»«4.. 

Alexandria,  La    

St  Landry  Parlak 

:i9 

Bertrand  Labat 

Aug.  Lists. 

;,  Google 
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Uu  UMtd  Slalm. 


AnoutoUlBed. 

HowdUpdttdor. 

An, 

onnt  allows. 

PilMlpi).  1  Imunt.   t      ToUI. 

latereat 

Total. 

ttmoft'    oiouoo     B.n4oa 

]M.BO0a 
Ml  170  52 

ITSom 
54.  mot 

%.ma» 

2.(73  29 
*,»5»»D 

Ktoooo 

2,»:OOo|        5.710  00 

tloo.  April  10,1883. 

Inl.it«p.e 

'  Dlullaind.J        2-    BS2        ' 

...*. 1 

DImUHd  tor  iranI  of  Juriadlo- 

DiSiiays.™ 

.  i 

...*, 1 

AwaTd.9IB0,  mSy.  ct  fmni  Ann. 

8,ltM13;  b1ik1»Dbo.  1.11*3. 
DtsDlou-dfoiwiiDt  of  Jnrlwllo- 

•110  00 

».= 

1                                                tloD.Jnoe*,  1883. 
WIKOO       00,3*125    224,T»»!5  Award,|flS0..tbi^ctrnraiJ«.. 

»« 

(01  90 

1,7BS9» 

Ui,7900O      (B.T5000    112,50000 
4,800  oo!        3,000  00        8,400  00 
lUtM        2.K8M        1,5*4  M 

'«■»"     '•-"i   ■'■""'• 

i>SS;,«''J5^il;m*!1i.i883 

' 

Award,  |IO0,  at  Sp.  cl.  ftmoMay 

i,iB»t'=..d-ife!.8.i»a- 
DUmitmd  for  want  of^  proHiu- 
l]on,Jm.Bl.  l»8a. 

100  00 

90  ee'-     ua  w 
1 

««'"-"■ ^'BSi^s^.'ii'^" 

1,500  00 

3,tttU    B,St8I& 

»7»00|           72037,        1,701  37   A«r<l.*2ao,»t5p.i!.fromJnne 

200  00 

"■»».j-.;;-„ 

1                           ttaD,jQly0.1B8[. 
^I7«0»        3.957001      9,23300     Airitrd.  *50a  al  5  p.  «t  from  Ju. 

l,l»657m»delS«.a.l«H. 

HOOO 

48117 

9«1  IT 

'      tioa,  Uir.  14, 18S2. 

Hon.  June  4, 1583. 

tlon,  jDDe4.IW3. 

3.170  00 
With    Int. 

1.JW10 

4,782  10 

2I.I7100 

With  int. 

0,432  00 

Award,  *«,eM  at  S  p.  <tt  I^tnn 
June  1.IM4:  nudoDeo-K,  IftO. 
IHluni-UJ  for  wut  of  DrnL«T.. 

a,moa 

a.B»7  07 

18.130  0» 

4,2«S00 

,      tioD.Jnly2,lg83. 
0.017  10  !  AwaTd,«8S0Bt3j).ctfroiDApr. 

850  00 

892  50 

1.741(0 

tton,Joly0.1«»l, 
DIaiiilaMd  for  want  of  JnHndJo- 

tlon,  Star.  J«,  1(184. 
DlamluMl  (Or  want  of  Jatlsdlc- 
tlon,  Uar.7.1882. 

! 

H.ii»oe 

::::::::::  SSisfe™ 

1,000  00 

1,100  00 

8,iaOM 

Google 
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AlbiD  RoobsnuD  ... 

On«to*«  ThoniM 

PInnP.  FoulHoii-.., 

B)«tlateSt.Arn>muit 

Sogene  RocbuniMi . . 
Clcmnit  L.  FeUhd  .. 


I  TUM   trtied  bj  Oetii.  Butler) 

lod  Binka.  ) 

J  CoUanluenbf  Gen.UciLrtliDt.. 

,   CotloD  tnkao  bj-  Qou.  K.  P,  Bankg 

MuIh,  nood.  &a..  taken  bj  V.  S. 

■  nth  Drill », 
T»ir>»leviKl  by  Oen.  Botler 

TBiMleTli>db}'Gea.Banki 


J«ui  EuKsne  Tmj. . 
Jmh  Pierre  Onvydao 

CharlaaOaeriDOSQ... 

Cm*«B.CmIoi 

AdIoIdb  Toam* 

JeuF.  H.Bluflhy.. 

BmelieA.CBnlkUlM. 

EmileB.  Hiuguel,Bd- 
Bemiu4  Saberblella. 

Jicqae*  Deinie 

Frotinad>irH«(a... 
AlnMH.  HnreiB  .. 

Jeu  E.  CheoTin.  ad- 

Hyppollto  PitODt.  >d- 
ininUlrBtor. 

Alfred  PlalHUioe.  ad- 

ThamM  Ij^iirtj,  kd- 

minlllmtor. 
AngDstln  Oecbot 

SVDDelE.Loeb 

Jmd  Mule  Tatlii 

Bemud  Lepline 

Alexander  arllle 


WtdewJ.V.Jnge. 

JoeepbN.Coqnelat. 

Ferol  B^erd,  annitor 

Aneutoa     BurMj^, 
■dmlDletrktor. 


Hoa•^  fumitare.  &o..  •lealroyed 

by  Admiral  FarTSitiit. 
HODM,  fumiinro,  Ae.,  deetmyed 

by  Lieut.  Perkine. 
Uales  iBkro  b;  I.leut.  nanus 
Cation  taken  by  MiJ.  Geo.  Banks 


SfpI.  I.  IM9 


Sep^.'lBU..! 
Aug.  11,  IMZ. 

Sept  7,  ie«3. 
Auc  >,  IMS 
Jnlyl5,lBBl. 


Jntton,  catll^  &.n..  tak 
Bailey,    t^eneral     onier     i^api. 
Sprsgue  €t  al- 

trerchandiae  taken  by  U.  8.  naTal 

;attle  and  catton  ukeo  by  Oen. 

Franklin, 
loreea,  cotlm,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen, 


and  Not 
18U. 

.    Sept.,    IW 


n  by 


Cotton,  cattle.  *«..  taken  by  n.  8. 

Sninr  and  mDloue*  takrn   by 
Gvn.  Banka,  auEar  taken  by 

BouBo  aod  ftiruKare  deatroyed 

by  Col.  Kimball. 
Cotlon.  outle.  Ice.,  taken  by  Qen. 

BMiki. 
Horaea,  mnlea,  Stc,  taken  by  Qen. 

Haraea  takpn  by  aotdlaTa  under 

Gen.  Banki. 
Cotton,  Ac.  taken  and  deatro^ed 

byGen.  Banka  and  Gen.  FranV- 

Botaes,  ootloD.  Ac,  taken  by  Qen. 

Butler. 


, n,Ao,, taken  byGen, 

Bteele'a  eommuid. 
Bn|iglBB,c1otfalnK,Ioolii,&c.,takei: 

by  Gen.  StAela'a  comnuod. 
Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Bankiand  [  U 

Admlnl  Porter.  1 

SoEar,  wloe,  Ac.,  taken  by  Gen.      K 

&nk> :  also  ImpriBonmanl,         ! 
SuRar.money.Ac.UkenbyQen.  ,A 

Banka. 

itablai  


Apr.  la,  1803 
I  Hay  to.  1804 
18ia-1U4  . . . . 

iFalloflMi.. 
SeptlO.iasa 
Apr..  ISM  .  . 


iparty  t 
deatloyed 


by  Admiral  Fi       „ 
Peooes,  hay,  and  TeEelablea  de 

■troyed  byGen-  Dndloy. 
Huuan,  la.,  deatroyed  by  Qen 

Buiury,TnDleB.Ao..  taken  byGen 
Buka:  cotton  taken  by  Lieut 


Julyl.lStt.. 
Aag.»,lWl 
Uay  IS,  IBM 


I  KawOrie*aa.La.... 
Vaioo  Coouty.  MIm  .. 
Natchltoobea  PiiM^ 

JaOeiaen  Pariah,  Lt . . 
New  Orleans  ...._.__. 

...  de    

DonaldaTllIe,  La 

Indian  TIUaK«,U.... 

I'MatehiMciua'Kiiiab!' 

<      La. 

■  Aacenaion  Fartdi,  La. 

IbenUleudSLHu 


.    Month  of  Hiatiaaimi 

BlTer 
i  St  Martin  Psrlafa.  La. 

i]  NatchiMcbea    Pariah, 

:'  DonaldaouTimLa.... 

• !  Brasheu  City,  I* . . . . 

I    VermtUionrtllm  La.... 

.,  LeDDTllle,L* 

: '  SI.  Martin  Pariih,  La. 

MandeTllt^La 

Concordia  Pariah,  lA. 

New  Tberfa,  La 

AvoyeUeaParidkLa.. 
Bayou  Tecba.  L* 

SLJamei  Pariah.  Id. 
Pulaakl  Couty,  Arii . 

Camden,  Ark. 

AToya]]«aPaiiA.La.. 

UarkiTlUe,  La 

Hew  Iberia,  La 

JeOnon  PariALa .. 

MawOrteaBB 

DonaldaouTlDKlA.... 
Jeflbram  Pailah,  Ia  ■■ 

Unnauia.  La 

St.LandiyPari*,la. 
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lit  PaiM  5(iif«*— CoDtinned. 


PitiidpaL       IntarMt  TotaL 

18,114  Mini, at 

>a!»n«Q;  '.'.  da 


ll,)71  M       18,213  78      M,183  ' 

IM,  I8S  D«  Int.  at  •  p.  D 

I 

W7B7     ...do 1 

4,853  83        8.888  82 

8,308  08      1<,1I>4E8 

^lOODJ        8,018 

1,888  12 
(ITDM  7.48Ba 
SUMS  tt Int. MS  p. 


18.780  1 


B,W«l....do... 

t>T8Da....dD... 
41.888  «(l   ..  do... 


il«3a....do 

^478  88  11.821  81 
1,809  35  With  int... 
>1I,8>I>00  283.708  W 
Mn7  0t  4.480  18 
4, 018  80  tut  at  8  11.0 
4,480  ••  ..  do... 
t.  740  80 
^800  M 
3,180  OOIIb 
tI.8n«Q    . 

•louoon 


Hot  diapoaed  of. 

AmoBotKUowed. 

FrbdpaL 

IntMMt 

TotAL 

DfaalWwHlJ       8,1881 

Award,  8800  at  S  p.  cl.  from  Jan. 

1, 1865inindeApr.  18, 1883, 
Awsirt,  8714.28  M  S  p.  oL  fmm 

AUE.  11.i«e3. 
Award,  fTU.'^B  at  R  p.  o(.  frnm 

Sept  7,lKe3;mBdelJfC  15,1883. 

•B08M 

•48117 
T73TS 
73134 

•861  IT 

Dlsnlued  for  want  of  Juriadlo- 
Uon.  Dor.  18,  1882. 

Award. •MOatSp-ct from  Deo. 
1, 1884;  made  (&I.  13, 1883. 

800  00 
20.000  00 

M3  2S 

30^832  87 

40,B12  8r 

Awart,  81,188.87  at  5  p.  e.  from 

Apr.l,1l«4;mad«Dee.S.18gB. 

1. 188  87 
730  00 

1,188  87 

i,mm 

Dl«nla«HlfarwaDtor  JurUdlo- 

tion.  Hal,  10. 1882: 
Award, 88M atBp.  o.  from  Apr.  1. 

Awai^.  •1,783.31  al's  p.  o.  from 

dSK^^^^.I'i^'-'^"^ 

850  OO 
*,T8BS1 

esoto 

8,083  8S 

1,700  0* 
0,7*8  1» 

DKimlUBd  tor  want  of  Jnrladk). 
tlon,  Apr.  8  1883. 

Award.  •200  at  8  p.  c.  fWim  Apr. 

l.ll-8t%«l.<£l.  23.1883.'^ 
Award.  •ISO  at  5  p.  B.  fnno  Jnne 

1, 1884  i  made  OgL  8, 1883. 
Diamlaaed  for  want  of  Jniiadlo. 

Hon,  Jan.  18. 188*. 

DlamlBaf^  for  w.oC  of  proaeoD- 

tlon,  June  4, 1883. 
Award,  8400  at  fi  p.  0.  thtmApr. 

1, 1884;  made  l/ov,  IB,  1888, 

Awanl.843u  ■(  S  p.cflniii  Apr. 

1.188*i  madBApr.ia,188S. 

tlon.  Jan.  3. 1882. 

300  00 

300  00 

148  78 

408  •» 

ia«7» 

WOOt 

U0  80 

408  00 

438  08 

800  88 

380  08 

Hon.Mar.  10. 1882. 
Award. 1120  8150.0.  fnim  Apr. 
1,lB84i  made  Hot.  2, 1883. 

130  OO 

130  00 

240  0* 

tion,  Deo.  18.1882. 
Awaid,  •37Sat6p.  o.  tnaa  Apr. 
1.1S64;  made  (!ioL  30, 1883.' 

375  00 

^.« 

5B0  0» 

Award.  82.480.25  at  I  p.  c.  fmm 
Mar«.'<3;madeHov.]«,'83. 

!.*»3!l 

2.081  «a 

8^811  •» 

>oglc 


FBENCH  AND  AUEBICAN   CLAIMS  C0UHI8S10N. 
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Mm.  rattle,  Ac,  UVeD  by  tl. 

Mldlen. 

>«•  taken  bfCapt.BalnbridKe. 

I  170011.  croferion,  *c.,  taken  by 


..  J.  8.  i«>Wlei_. 

I      bi  Capt,  Blinker  or  Burkner. 

r  Tlaiher  nnil  veicetabliri  takn    ' 

United  Slat  " 


Fob,,  1883... 

Zaat  Baton 

"^•S 

PoloteCoi 

Apr.  IS  and 
May    20. 

Aag.,lM£.. 

'■£^1! 

Kent™  Cm 

KHtrFleul 

SiS?' 

llW,ATk 

i««-i8es.... 

MoiltanCl 

A.pr.ao,18«Sr 

X  "■ 

Landty. 

Apr.,  IgaS. . 

3ept.l8.ie«- 

HaggoUaC 

M.g^.6-M. 

Ui^s/iaA... 

Near  Bay 

May3,lB(tt- 

Oct.  1, 1802.. 
Uayl.lMa..' 


,Goo'^[c 


FRENCH    LSD    AMERICAN    CLAIMS   COMMISSION, 
(tf  Dwited  .Slntr*— CoDtinned. 


*PrlBolp«l.l  Intorert.      TotaL 
5p.c.  rroin  it11.37TTi(ll,3T0  74l3^Ml  W 


.    Aw^H.tK.KGSMSp. 


m  Apr. ,    2.80500     3,008  IS     6,trnK 


.    UlMillowt'd.  Der. 


S.WIOOI  .. 

4.718  M-      tSpMe  ai    t10.;»  K  Ainnl.  t7I3at  Bp-e.  rmm  Apr, 
I  l,l8a4iIpjideN<i'.  10,188.1. 

Z.0M  UlDI.atOp.c Awatd,  11,101.63  atSp-r.  fimn  I    1,10153'     1,087  87 

r..i.,  .    .u.     -atie  Oft.  ■■" 

»(iW...do    ^  Award.  (ISO  at  Sp.o.rnmiAii([,  ,        ISO  00        M7  « 

'                                                   '.2.  1804 ;  inaitp  Oct.  20,  IMI3.                              , 
11,77:  00. Wltli  lot I  l)lH!1o«sd,  Apr.  10,  18W 

«t.(7S0O      M,«73TS.    IIS;04S  7S|  Awir<l,*l,D05it.1p.D.rftiinJalyl    1,00900     1.00173 

I                            l.IMH:  niiil^.lBn.lj,  18M. 
(UiMirithlnt..  I ■  tHBall«ireiLOcM3,18«l.,. :  

MITOOOlBt.atOp.o,'. :  IH«all<.irw1,  Fi'b.4, 18M I 

IBM  00  With  int... Dimliuwil  fur  waMof  jniiMtio-  !. 

'      tioD,  Apr.  JO,  18§3. 
!,8n75         B,M30«,      ll,663<3  Aw»ri1.««0D>lRp.v.rrDin  Apr.  .       MO  0( 

~    ,E.  rrom  A11E.  IM  OC 

;l.  10, 1883. 


3.M2  00 


a,  DIbaI 


1.  HI  M  Ii 


700  01 


729  1! 


0.  TKO  0«        12.  72 
IB,  «10  Ool      SI.  31 


..    Award, t700MBp.<j.fmiiiJiiDe 
1. 1303 :  made  Deo.  IS,  1083. 

..I  Award.tSOOatSp.o,  from  Apr, 
<      1,  1804;  iDDdoDBc.  15,1883. 


Award.t1,nMatSp.a.rnnnJaD.       1, BOO  00     l,SO0  02i    3,090  02 

IB.  1HS3 ;  mtdf  (tcl.  20. 1882.  I 

A**nl.«3ISat5p.c.fti>m  Apr.  113  00        31S  0(r       OM  dO 


OS.UI0OI      S1.S40M     11B.7MS0'  Dtumlurd  fnr  nam  of  JurliicUo-  ; 

I  I  tlOD.JulyO,  l»fl1. 

34,H4  00      31.700  M      70,413  03!  DIulluved.Ort.  13,18Ki I. 


7,  «0  00  lot.  atop.*... 


.    DIhih 


flllv  0.  18 


ofjur 


I  Awar.l,«:'50RtSp, 

13,1801^  madeJi.-    .. . 
7.010  10:  DIsatlixred,  Nor.  23. 1883 


ttom  Sept. 


4, MO  00.. ..do , I  Award. 

0.900  00.  ...t 
3.740  00'       4 

7,428  S7ilDt.  atop. c' '  IMHiiilaard  r»r  want  nf  luriedlc 

!  tlon.  U>v.l8. 1883. 

IMOO  85000  048  00  Award.tI28i>t5p.ot^inJuii< 

;  ;  I      1,1803;  miulFjiin.I7,1lia3. 

7,T8J7Slnt.atflp.c I  Aw.rd,l1.2.17a|.ip  o,  ft«iii  Ma' 


12  41     1, 313  41 


lis  00;       131  33       201  ta 
25700'    1,313  4!{    3,070  tt 


_ inadi.Jnni.l4,  IRSS.       ,  , 

100  M  Wllbint ;  AwBnl.HlSatOp.c.fmni.rao.  I      US  00        !»  9>  SW  M 

'      1,1803:  mndeJ>n.  13.1X83.  I 
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Exhibit  B. — Claim*  o) 


Antoino  Pflitar 

Character  of  claiin. 

bnrnfd  by  Gen.  Wellicl. 
Horacn.  caria,  Ac,  takrn  by  Gen. 

BhIi,   bluDki-Ia.   Ac.   taken    by 
Capt  Ha-kaodCL  Sab.. 

DamiEea  lo  mniftnre  and  boa- 
band  canaed  by  officcra  of  lun- 
boat  -'  Barton." 

CatUo  and  sheep  Uken,  Ac.  by 
Gen.  Bank*. 

Dow.  Gen.  Pbfli».  ani  Gen. 

HoDKB.  fenrlnc.  Ac.  deatroyed 

S^^mW°'"H„'S.'"'K'^by 
Capt.  MoCev. 

"sEa  •""•-""" 

Detention  of  -kip  "  Bella  Cuba- 

na"  by  r.S-miliury  aiithori. 

Oion  taken  by  Capt  Denniion  , . . 

Oxen,  bD^■e^  Ac.  Uken  by  Capt 
Sboldoo,and  peraunal  oonflne. 

Cattle,  mnlea.  annr,   lakpn    by 
MaJ.Pellettan^CaptSmllb. 

OroecrlM,  dix-Kooda.  Ac,  taken 

Cotton.' iiniber,Ao.,deUraye4  by 
CaptFlteb  and  gnnboat  "Al. 
llaioa." 

Cattle,  lomber,  fenpea,  Ao..  taken 
by  Lieut.  F.£.  Smith. 

■^^e""  *"*■'  *''-''^"  ^^  ^'^ 

Bonn,  cattle.  Ac.  taken  by  UaJ. 

Cotton  taken  by  Qen.  CaabT.   .. 
H«»  dealroyed  by  D.  S.  anthor. 

Death  of  Fmnoola  Dnpont  canaed 

by  Capt.  Perklna. 
Cowa,  ralTea,    taken    by   Qen. 

Bonea.  Ao.'.  taken  by  Gen.  Bnt- 

Arwe  when. 

Ar-ewbe^ 

Jnly  Id,  1S<3. 
Ang.  «.  1882. 

and  Feb.  13, 
Ju!y.i8«2  .. 

May,  188*    .- 
1R82  and  1883- 

DonaldaonTlllALa... 

Eogene  BourKeola 

MraCbretteDBbel... 

Bayon  Gosia,  U 

Plaqneniine,  U 

KapldeaPariib.La... 
Near  Cwap  P«i»et, 

Baton  Bonia.I« 

Fal«eBIver,La 

NewOrioMU 

Madame  JnUeChali. 

no™Petifll«,admi.. 
AlbinU-deOrilleau.. 

Mar.«.1883. 

May  SO, '«, 

1"8.3^'*^'' 
Sept.  10.  ISM. 

Oot.l,lB83.. 

oot.ieaj...- 

April.  188!.. 

Jan.  1  to  Jniy 

I.IB88. 
Marob.l8«3. 

April.  Jane 
and  Oct. -83 

April  1883.. 

8ept«,l»«i. 

Oct  Bl,  IBB. 

Apr.  11, 1888 

Dec  18. 1883. 
Sept,  1888-.. 
sept, ,.«... 

JoanBortbln 

laaaoJ.PtamJ 

TlabnColUaa 

AmbrolaeH.Lncaa... 

Piem  Lonitanan 

Fra»9ola  Patltfllj 

Point  Conpto,  la 

.Orlo>oa.La. 

St  Luidry   aad  Bt 
lIartin-7  PmatM, 
La. 

St-Marr'a  and  othtr 
Paiiahea.La. 

Braafaear  City.  La 

JeffcrMO  Pacta,  La.. 

UnnRhePuUtb. 

Jn]eaDupoot,adn'T  . 

LaFayetto  PaiWi.  la- 
Mew  Orleau.  La 

ActaaL.  Laborde 

AttliluBaTalet 

JnleeVlBtOTDomler. 

Xal«IleM.T««De 

ltemaWIIta,adm'r. 

Dry-IPX-la.  clolbl^.  Ac.  Uken     SeplS.a,lBt2 
Horaea  taken  by  Capt  Bradley. ..  May  a).  IBM 
Cropi  deatroyed  by  U.  a  antbori.     ApriLlSn  .. 

■S;'Sr.aTS'i"te  *"'"'■■ 

WliT'tc, taken  by  U.S. anthor-     Deo.,  ISM,. 

Smnr'Ac.takanbyGen.Banka..  April. IBM.. 
Cotton,  tar.  Ac.  Uken  by  Oen.  1  Miy  It.  ISM 
Grower                                            1 

Lon  nf  pmperty  by  decree  of  V.  |  Mar.ll.  18T4 . 
Cottoo.°?a(.boal.  Ao..  Uken  by  |  jBa..lSH  ... 

StJaaie*-aPa>W>.U. 

Bat«iB«ig.^La 

JaOtoraon  Pariah. La.. 
HewOrleasB.La 

jZ,bBn^T..". 
JaanH.  Heriard 

New  Iberia.  La 

St  Taoiuaoy  Pariah. 

La. 
)IewOrieaBa,La. 

GnadLaha^U 

,i,.db,  Google 
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Hi  Umltd  afoter— ContiDned. 

AmoDBC  tUoocd. 


TiiBcipd.      IntaTHt. 


Toul. 


IRMM 
).tlS2a      2.<1130i      t,«e4G  I  DlinisKdIOrwMitof  Juritdle- 


il  for  wut  of  Inriidlc- 
I      u<ni,jaDeS,I8e2. 
1,331  n     Diulloirtd.  Nov.  13,1882... 


U.41>M 
KBtM 


Wlthint..!     I  DiuUoaed.  Nov.  1,  IB 

13,M0  TS  !    i«,TM7G     Airud,tUaitSp.o.rromApr.l, 
j  I      IBM:  mkdo  Oct  13,  If" 

lDtMSp.o.< I  Dlullowed. Oct B.  1383... 

With  lot. .1. 

[DLBtflp-a... 


1.1MWI. 
t,tt» 

n.  BIT  00. 

n.lMOO, 


I.«I  00      3,70 


tino,  U*Kh  14, 1SB2. 
>wcd.  Oct.  3,  IB 


AwATd.$l,OOOalSn.o.fhHn  AvT. 

1.1B«3!  iiiideOct.80.1383.         i 

DiiBllairrd.Ocl.n.138: | 


Aw*hl.t3Ta  al 


DIdDlHod  far  wtnt  of  JurUdlo- 

dtcIian,Uar.  7,1SS2. 
DinmlHcd  for  vmnl  of  Jnri 

tlOD.JlllfO.13B1. 


Diullnwed,  Hot.  IB,  13B3 . . 
WlUidniwD,0«t31,lB8!  .. 


tOn»liit.stBp. 


IKMWTllhlDt.. 
MtWOtf..do , 


HWaiDLMOp.! 
imoo'       2,BM1 


MuT.ll.lBH.. 
JoB.t.lBBi... 

DiMnowed.  Nor.  i,  1BB3. . . . 

DIuIlowed,  Oct  13,  ISBS  . . . 

DlullDwed,  June  14, 1B33. . . 
Awiud.*l,gl3^^Bt^G  p.c 


tlon.  11 V.  10. 1BR2. 
Awatd.lltS  MSp.c,  rrom  Apr. 
1,  IBM  i  IH  ado  iW  IS.  1B83. 


DiHlIowftd.  Oct  23, 1883. 


.    Dlomiwiod  for  wjini 


ide  Juna  SB,  1883. 
'    IJariidla' 

>rjiiTl>dlo.    . 


Google 
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Exhibit  B.—Claimt  aftiut 


K. 

N^meofcltlmuil. 

no 

Jtttd  B.  Ualltnt 

an 

nz 

AorelU.  GMthler 

m 

Piarre  Nonpil 

K* 

Alexli  F.  S>Te;»  ... 

KS 

jMa  B.  DoehfllD 

sx 

JoKphlni      Bllllud. 

■wiSow  nd  tutrix. 
Gabriel  LsBirqiiB 

asi 

int 

na 

WM.riufntsL.ViBl. 

no 

JeuJ.U.Psplu 

Ml 

AmbnlM  SooKoaa ... 

m 

JdIh  Okst  PIM 

s» 

BeinrJ.rfel 

S9G 

PlMTeFrraolonl 

tsa 

Ulch«lTldkIlh«t 

m 

AndrieF.Brlengnc... 

338 

GUiidiiuHinrin 

t» 

EtisDne  DerbH 

3W 

Fniitd«XMcD«tn.. 

Ml 

m 

Mi 

L.  J.  a  Ddlsuil,  ad- 
K^i'lSSrj.VaU*.. 

sw 

Cb«l«   CUnde  Ber 

SM 

Phnipp«Bon™ 

MT 

KIcoImDtodM 

Ma 

LoolHCounmUan. 

SM 

iMitutDncbta 

CbUHtw  of  cWm. 


,  rintrof  sd  bj  CipL 
tUo.  &c.,     uken    bj 


Aug..  1 


.    Plan 


Gta.  B.Dka. 
St^hcn  Than 


mken  b 


by    Con, 
Lumbar  taken  by  Gfn.  Bookb.   . 

by  truops  of  Gen.  Banke. 
CoDtcota  of    tailoriDK  nalabliiih. 

ment  taken    and  iienun  mal- 

treat«d    by     tixfooLi     of   Gen. 

Baoks. 
Hones  taken  b?  U^.  Cotterand 

Corporal  Cunan. 

Horaea,  catUe,  &d.,  Ukan  by  U. 

S.  troopa. 
Conlenta  of  lewelry  ttotv  UkeD 

by  Admiral  P.nter. 
Hoiuea.  Ilc.,  dealroyed  by  O.  3. 

Horaea.  carta,  ic,  laken  by  D. 

S.  Ircxnw. 
BnlldlDKa  burned  h;  ViJ.  Dow. 


pinboat  'UiiakerCity." 
;oni.  fodlEO,  Ac..  Uken  byOrn. 

Bulk  a. 
^noteDle  uf   hou'l,   drinkiniaa- 


toMrosa."  and  "  Hartford  " 
Damage  to  newapauer  eatabl 
■sent  by  Gen.  Uobowell, 


CatUe  taken  and  Impriao 


[ercliandlae  taken  by  O.  S 
tary  latborltiea. 
ppraoDa]    property.  Ac  , 
'  -  C«pt.  Steele,   12tb  II 


by  C«pt. 


Jorwe^^iuHlPK,  andcowa  taken  by 


Thaopb 

eFnnc 

Dia.. 

'r,:hai,'diw. 

* 

,  taken 

Joseph 

Comibe 

and 

«lil«,  *«., 

roy^dby 

Aug.,  tSffi...    Labadlerllle,  La 

Apr.,  1B«3....  SbUartlnanmU... 

Nov.S,  IMZ.  I  AlElera,La 

Apr,  1BM..J  Grand  Bootb,!* 

Deo.1,  IMS..    Baton  BoDias, La 

Aug.,  IMI...: do 

Nor.,  1WS...I do 

July  1,  1M4,     Thibo<leani,  La 

and    Hot. 

Aug.  2S,  lin     SL  Charlea  Pariah.  La. 

Ang.U.IS«2.'  Bayou  SHra.  U 

AnK.9,  1302.    n(HialdaonTlIle.L*  ... 

Apr.,  ieS3...    LaFayattA.La 

ABg.B.l«aa..;  DonaldHio'dlKLa... 

Apr,.  1M3...|  Hear  New  Ibaria,  La  . 

Mar.  14.  IWS  I  On  TeiM  Meat,  near 

!      R>D  Otande. 
Apr.,  leta...'  Near  ronnpTllle, La 

About  Jan.  I  Bayoo Gonla, La 

28,iBn,     I 

Apr.^23;  IWa,  {  Baysn  Sara  aad  Wa- 

_, ., FranclBO0,C»l...-l 

to  Uay  1, 

1B0S. 
:  KennBTTlUe,  La 

Decll,  1M4  .    Paaoasoiila       KlTer. 

mE  I 

Sept.30,18M  I  Braahear  City,  lA 

Jnly,  IHB.  to '  JeffarMD  pMtab,  La . . 

jDly,  1«M. 
Sept.S.lM<..]  IberTlUePaiWi,U... 

Apr.ZS.lSM.'  Clootie rrllle. La 

UayUIMZ.   New Orleana, La 

NoT.ia,18az.   NearGalTealaii.Tai-. 

3ept.AOot.,|  GreeDvUl*,'La 

IMS. 
Ifar,  1813...   OMKilly.La 

Aag.Sl.lSe2.:  CarraUtan,La 

Uay,  IMS.  .    Plaqoemliie,  La 

....do 1 do 

Apr.OT,lBM.|  Calni,Ill 

1803 JeirerM>DParlab.La.. 


bj  !  Apr.  2S. 
11-  ,     and 
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FriHlrU.  iDtorHL    I  Totkl. 

n^Hooo  fussoM  (IT,  loai 

u,n»oe  12.1T4M:  2a,iM4M 

^nsw)  (.saoDo'  w.oosoo 

8,W»MlDLa(ap  e. 

41.1MM  3Z.SMD0  n.MO 

uo  M  sn  00      1.  U2 

ii,iuM  io,8gi  CO  n.m  lo 


MO  0OlBt.ltAp.E.'.. 

3.MIoo.-da 


Intsrut.      ToteL 


DiuUovcd.  oci.  13,  leaa 

Anaril.ftOilaiSp.vI.  rroRiNov 

DiullowMl.  UcL  13. 1683 

I>l>nlMC4l  for  want  of  Jnrladlc 
Hon.  F«b.  a.  itm. 

do 

DlaallowHl.OcI.  13^083 


nian 


if  Jnrixllc-  I 

0.  IVorn  A]ir.  I  l,n 


Dl*al1ow«d.  Deo.  15. 1883  .. 
Dfaallowed,  Nor.  J.  iwa .  .. 


LwKH.UOUstilp.  cl.rrom  Apr. 

1.1864:  miiile  Usr.  IS.  Ism. 
}Uiiiia>nl  for  WHnt  nr  Jarlaillr. 


•.MlOOlntBtSp-c. 
t^OTT  SO        0.  £57  00 


l.IMSi  made  Not 
17.875  00  DiiiaUaired,Jnan4, ' 


WOO        6,5S200 

WOO,IiiL  at   12  1 1  Dl««llowfd,Ma».lMB 

P.O.  i 


1.41!!>«Iat.Bt«t>.o.' 

U^  100  00. ...do ' 

tXTIt  00 do 


.1  DlMuliiawl  for  want  of  proaHU.  | 
,      tion,JuDe4, 1883.  I 

.    IHimilMwIforwaiitof  Jnrtadic. 
tlon,l>rr,.1fi,  1881.  I 

llaD.Hay8.lSB3.  j 

.    IM-mlaardfbrwant  of  iDriadIc- , 

tion.  D».  18, 188Z. 
.    A<r*rd,t200MSp.cLI>Dni  Jan. 

'°  •"•    — doMoT.  11. 188i.      I 


1,U1TS 
MO  00 
I, NO  00 
l.MOOO 
1,780  00.. 
740  00.. 


1 

-do 

1 

.-do 

18,I8U: 

.want,  M,800  aC  Sp.  et. 
Jnn^  I.  1804;   maje  Dec  n 

Award.t.WO.Mt.'ip.  ct.frijm  Apr 


troa     4,800  00  :  4,750  80 


l,18n3:  mada] 
-     ar.l,»r  - 


1, 1803 :  madf  Nov.  1.  1883. 
■wBnl.«00.at5p.tt.fr 
1. 1W4  :  mad-  Not.  -.11 


n.  fnm  Apr. ;      200  00        110  0< 


,iP'-' 


moo 

O.SHBS 

l.OUOO 

800  00 


DtMnl»nl  forWHUI  of  t.nH 

tfon.Jiinc'l,  IHta 
Awi>nl.*24a.  al  So.  St..  frnm, 

i^laallowi-d.brl.S,  1883'..... 


'.oogle 
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Exhibit  B.— Chia«  «««iul 


Nairn  of  cUloiuit. 


Ch»nct«rof  oUlm. 


BanM.  cnwB,  Ac.  Ukea  by  Qen. 

Banki. 
Cotton,  com,  Ac,  taken  byGen. 

Biuki. 
Honei,  hsc,  com,  Ac,  tuketi  by 

Uen.  E.  fi.  S.  Cunliy. 

M°V^™ii^k«.    ■''"■'    ^     "■ 
Hor.Mi,  Mtllr,  ic,  tiken  by  Clpt. 

Cnoir  KDd  dnmBRe  to  property  by 
CT.  S.  troopi. 

Bnm,  CDis.  tiC,  toksn  b;  WUbod'h 

IniprlAoaniHut  bvCol.  Staflbrd, .. 
Bbe^ls.  tlmbi-r,   Ukea  bf  »sna. 

Bullet  Biid  BuikH. 
Bo»«.  mnlsB,  Ice.. ,  Uken  by  Gan. 


U.  S  ftiilboritlsa. 


UByU,im. 
U*;,  1«M... 
Aiir.,lM6... 


JeflbnoD  Pariah,] 


r.! 


CtrilcRe  Pirtnt,  La  . . 


m  and  and  by  Capt. 
r'to.,  taken  by  Gen. 


CoU<in,&D.,UkenbjaeD  Canby. 
Damasee  to  honae  atid  [and  by 

Uwi.  K.  P.  Banka. 
Botvaa,  eattle,  &c,  taken  by  G«n- 

Wslliel. 
Sdhoonor  bamad  by  17.  S.  alcamn 

"New  London." 
Tsitetablva.  &s,.  taken  by  O.  8. 

aatboiiUM. 
Cattle  taken  by  Gen.  Cameron  . . . 

Bngitr  and  malaaaea  taken,  and 

CapV  Fn11«. 

taken 


GrocerlBa. 


irehandlam      ie., 
'     '""™y  MAI. 


DaTiB  and  C 
Honaa,  fuTDlti 

deaUDTFd  by  Oen.  Camenin. 
HoraeL  boat,  fto.,  taken  by  CoL 

WUliaoMOD. 
Bonea,  vara,  lie,  taken  by  Col. 

Wmianuan. 
UoUaaia.  ram.  &«.,  Mkan  bj  CoL 

TbODM  and  Oen.  VelLavL 
Honae  and  olothlnjt  taken  and 

dntroyed  by  Gen,  Bank*. 
Haose,  meitbHpdlae,  .bo.,  (aken 

by  IJ.B.auIharittea. 
Herehandlaa     Uken     by     Oca, 

Bank*. 
Herebasdiae  taken  by  CoLRob^ 

ertaon  and  Gen,  Baoka, 
Bonea.  cowt.  &0.,  taken  by  H. 

8.  aalboiillea. 
Horaei^  iHiallry.  &0.,  taken   by 

Geu.  Qnlnbly, 
CotMD.  *o.,  taken  by  Lieut.  I>. 

Conlin. 


Not.  J,  less.:  LaFoiii«b^Fttiah,La{ 
Uay,ll,lgS!.   Fort  Livtn|nM^L>...j 

JnneM.iera    Hot|»i City, lA | 

Jnne,l§al...    New  OriMU,L>  .. 

Mar.l7,lSH     KarkeTillK  Lb 

Uar.  18, 18S4  I  CloatieBTUk^  La . . . 

Aug.  1.UM     St-Loolfcllo 

ltov.(l,l§(B.|  CMeQ«lta,I« 

Janel,  IMX.j  New  Oriaua,  La. . . 
lI(iblla,Ala 


Google 
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tki  Cwite' AatM— Continued. 


Hdo  dIapoMd  of. 


ncipil'  Intcmt      Tot^ 


. !  DIsmliitMl  fi 
tion.  Ui     ' 


3.1383. 
br  wuit 

juifii.iesi. 


>r  Jurudlc- 


UUSMl'bt.atSp.D. 


10,510  M  . 


I 


11,1HIM 


&,»  w 

K7IT50 
lt.ttl  M 

man 


S.«3S  W 

iiit.uap.1 
a.  ITS  «o 

18,885  H 

a.«00  3S 
With  tot.. 


Dlwllo  wed.  Not.  fl,  1883. .. . 

Awu^,t3.1W.M.US[i.et..frora  |tS,U 
Sort.  1,  ISeS;  mule  June  4, 

DiHllovHl.lIoT.  Zl.  lf<83. . . 

Dlullowed.  Oct.  13,1883... 
—     ■■         ■  liiii.4,ie8<.... 

.1  IHtialHeiirorwiiatarjariMlia-    . 
'      tioii.JnlYll,18SI. 

Com  vltlirluiirD  by  Dif  usent 
of  tbe  French  KepitUUc,  U*y 
211,1883. 

DiamiaiU'iirDrwint  orjurindic- 
lloD.Uava.IPKa. 

Ainird.»30U.iitjjj.et.,  fromjnlj 
l.ieeit:  mule  Jan.  5,18^4. 

Dlsmlunl  for  iruiCnf  JorlBdio- 

UloUawed,  Fvb.  4,' 1SS4 

DiimiMfd  fnr  want  of  Jnrirfio- 

Award.  t.>00,'in.  9  p.  ct..  I 
Mav.e.lBB3;  mideJain.lV. 
Award,  •3.500,  at  5  p.  cL,  i___     . 

Jan.l.lWS^  made  Nov.  B.  1883. 
DlwllowHl.  Jaoe  se.  1883  . . 
Dlmlluwed,  Dm.  2%  1883 .. . 

Award.  «i75,  «t  5  p.  c  from  Nov. 

l,If»3;  made  Oct.  13,  1883. 
UiialLowed,  Oct.  13.1883 

DlBioUiiBdfiirwantof  Juriadic 


imto 

xmtt 

^nin 

I.MiM 
1,4USI 

>1.WM 


I,S1SOO 

Xaa  H 

it.  17G  12 

tvnvt 

InLatep.c. 


LliBrdforwaBtof  Jarii 

.  o[  pciiaeeo- 

DiamluedforVant'or  Jarladlc    . 

Dlaallowed.' June  4.  1883..,. 

I)[inil»ed  for  want  of  Juriadlc- 

iIdh,  Feb.  10, 18S3. 
DlaaUowed,  Oct,  13. 1883  . . 


tlOD,  JuDe  4.  IS 


of  proMOQ. 
Disallowsd,  i>ee.  Z2.18S3 

Award,  V150,at5p.o.l^n3  April 

U.  IHH:  mulB  Jan.  &.  1884. 
Dlaallowod,  Not.  J3, 1883 

Award.  »570, 


1.1863;  I 


from  Jolv        ETO  00 

a.  1883.        ! 

i,noM 


mado  Oct.  30.  I 


1.1M4* 


..Google 
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Exhibit  B.—CUimt  <h 

_____  I  -  :       1 

fslalmut.     I  CkincCcruf  eUldk  Aran  wbui.  Atoh  when 


na    PruI  Bbutobanl 

3M     Arthar  VkUon. 

esc  ;  WmUm  B«()K-i«    .... 
3M  I  Jean  UbImuuI  Ouil. 

Plim     Stonff, 
...dow. 
Plgrre  L^ouaM  


I      D»n  Md  Gtn.  Franklin. 
Cottnli  Ukpn  by  CRpt.Liippln....'MBTll,  IMS. 

Cotun  UVen  bv  ('Pii.  CiuIt .April1fi.lgU. 

Snnr.  dec,  uki-n  by  U.  fi.  au-     Dec.  S.18W.. 

I  Cattle,  banea,  So:.,  Ukon  by  U.  S.  \i 
aiilhontlw.  1 

Kone»  anil  catlla  Uken  bv  V.B.  '  J 


rbiiiipp 


,  wi- :  CQti 


ID.   honea 

n.  Baoka. 


'      by  D.  S.  aatharitlea.  I 

FH  Pain  de  IlDiiar-  I  SuKar,  man-hiiDdiai<.  tc..  taken  j 
i»r,  adm'r.  by  U.S.antlioriiiea  1 

n  UarlaBansB  ....    Honra,    brrad,    be.    taken   by! 

'      n«D.  Bank*.  | 

Fnucola  Sabno Hoth's,  cow*,  im..  labrn  by  U«ii. . 

TbrophlloLannii  ....^  Rrni  of  alali'ls,  &ii.,  byGan.  Bnl. 

.    Pradvrlii    Co«-  !  Lumber,  l-ntn.   Ac.  dwtroyad 

1.  '      byflfn,  Cunby. 

T.M»_u~..».^t    Hor»ii,*e,,  taken  byGen.Banka. 

laldoreMonaor.)    Library.  fareUnr,.  Jeatrajed  by 

(        O.aN-.forM.. 

Joau  Jaoqnea.-..- .--  ,  Bar.  Trjtelabloa,  dec.,  taken  by 

Uan.  Soiilb. 
lira.  Yre«  La  Bonrhla, .  Corn.  wood,  borara,  c»wa.  takan  ' 
'by  n.aautharitlea. 
Drnmasea  to    biialneaa   property 
cuDOacHted  by  U.  S  antbaritlea. 
inilAnmllc  fnr  Di>>ntat  anlterlntf. 
taken  by  U.  &  . 


Hay.  1883 . . 


Un.  Widow  Anna  J. 

Uayot-adm-i. 
Ura.    Widow     Con- 


by  Lieii 


table.     Jaa..  I8<B.ta 

.  aulboriHea.       Snpl,.  IM3 
— ..  ukan  'UaT.,18U... 


Honoi«  LnbMae. Anval  and  impruanment  byCol. 

'  Bobinaon.- 

i  Pater  11.  N'lrniai Cotton  taken  and  dealroyrd  by 

.  SobnaoD  Meyer Umaea.  uulWi.  anmr,  Ac.,  taken 

by  D..s.aaihorilit«. 

:  SlppbaaW  Tnne Daatmcltoo  »(  houae.  rnraltnra. 

l:c.,  by  Gen.  Weiiiri. 

^  Jacqnea  FfHioade.ez'r     Sasar.  hoiaeo.  rntllB.  &.C..  taken 

'  Widen  UrldDerailr...    Catiun.eatllf,  ^r  .  taken  by  Ha]. 

'  Tbfodoiv  B.  Brierrr  1  Aenaoll.   arrral.    and   impriaon- 
aod  Ani:*le  Btlen«.         idcdI  by  I'.  S.  aniborlilaa. 

WldowMarteF.GDU-  '  Lrilner,  w<n-han-llae.  Ac,  taken 

b»ui.  '      by  Capt.  S.  T.  Knd. 

IVrvuii   F.  PhUippr,  ■  Hi.™™.  Biulea.  i...  taken  by  f. 

J.B.  Kli  Usntane...   Catbo.  aui:ar.  botapt.  it.,  take* 

■      by  r  S  anibeiiliM. 
Angela  Socola.  adii'r.     Ctrtlmi  taken  by  U.  S.  antkoritlea 


ns     Staaiilaa  A 


idow     Alenadrr 
CudaiUar.  adn'i. 


Ua     Danien  t>iKibria 


.  Ilsnr*.  Ac  .  Uken  by  Capt  Cor- 
'      leai  and  Lieut.  Peikln*. 
Cattle.  liC.  Uken  b.iCapl.Bam'tt. 

Cattle.  .&r..  uken  by  On.  Wrltid. 

Botw  Ukea  by  r .  S.  aatkffltin. . 


May.  IMS... I 

Apr.  «.IB«.  I 
andS^t.U.  I 

Mayl9,l»a.< 

Apr.  IS,  US. . 
Dec.  tM:...i 
Xer.  II.  IM!  1 
Sapl^  IW). 
Apr.  im.. 

Oct  n,im. 


tW     JtHCIandeTbirhwgd     ' 


dr«ir>.yTd  by  Gen.  X.  P.  B 


Point  Bun.  La 

Mobile.  Ata. 

do 

Thlbodeaoi,  Ia 

8t.Mary'aPariab,U.. 

CaupParafiM,  Ia  .... 

.    Natobitocbea  Pariah,  . 
La. 
Bonnett  Cure,  La 

Point  Coupee  PariA 

NevOrlewia,  La 

Kennarrille,  La 

MlBBlbut|.La I 

New  Orleana,  L* 

Minelborc,  La I 

St  Mary'a  Pariah,  La.j 
3t.  Bernard  Parlak.b.j 
St  Janea  Pariah.  La.. j 
Hew01ewia,L> | 

WaUrloo.  La 

Plaquemine,  La i 

Thibodeani,  La i 

NewOrieaBa,La 

Montcomoty.  Ala 

La  Fosrobe  ParU.La. 

TbIbodHui,  Lb 

St  Uartin-eParidulA 

Iberia  Pariah.  La 

New  (Mewa.  I^ 

do 

Paint  Csapte,  L« 

Xew  Ib«ia.L.a 

B8yonaBn,La 

AaaupiloB    Pariah,  i 

ThibadaaH.LB 

Braaheudty.La....: 

XenOrtwna.1^ 

St.Jah>BaptMPBr- 


Charlea  B.  CkUd. 


a  by  Capt    Oct  tt  is 


PBENCH    AND   AUEKECAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION. 
Ult  Vmiltd  StelM— CoDt>DD«d. 


FilKlpd.  I  iDMcMt  I     Total. 
Rtnoo'  •s.tMaoj  m,tm80 

JKSW  '  Withint.- 

IS,tM  M    ....i!o I -.. 

IVS!  M  iDt-atap-C  


.PrliMlpal.l  IsteiMt.  |    ToUL 


■minrd  toi  wuit  at  luH»d<o-  '. 
ELim.  Jui.l>.]gM. 
mllowed,  Jan.  27. 1683.., 


•70  SI         1117  IT 


).aUM  ....do 


2,  TU  70  :      0, 623  BS 


I.UBN 
1.138  M 
4,7W00; 
I.SI0  0«. 

l.m  TS; 


ii,iU»l)lliiLaiap.c. 

WM0  7t!     UI.MOmI    S34.B4I  S3 


l.niMtIot.*tOp.c,. 

t,71t  IKI^....da 


ii,»7  w:.. 

i«,Ht  oo!.. 


IHimiwid  for  v>Dt  nf  juriadlc 

Urn.  Mar.  ID,  il»i. 
Dlnalnf*^  toT  want  of  proMCu- 


JNMlloaed,  Ju 


April  I 

fVoTDJaD.    , 


1. 1M4^  ma^oHoi 
Award.  (ISO.  at  5  p 

1, 1W4:  nuiilv  Dm.  20. 1682. 
Dlamiiaril  for  wtat  of  InHwllo- 

lion,  Not  S.  1881. 
maniiMdd  for  want  of  jortadlo- 

ll0D..IlU1.3t,  itiz. 
Award.  t7S  at  S  p.  cl.  from  A.aE. 

1,18(12;  madE&DV.  «,]882. 
Awaril.  l2X0Ht  &p,  ct.  froni  Apr, 

IS.  1805;  made  Uaj-  Vi.  ig&. 
Award.  fZKat  S  p.  ct  from  Jan. 

1, 18M;  mads  Dm  «,  1882. 
Award.  flM  atSp,  ctfroni  Aug. 

I.  18C3 :  mailo  Dbd.  8, 1881. 
Award,  fMu  Hi  Sihct  from  Apr. 

I,  IBM;  madR  liov.  23,  1883. 
DUmlHwl  for  waot  of  Jnrindk- 


iso  00      m  Bi  I 


soooo 

101  M 


Dlaallowed.  Nov. IT,  I8ffi.. 

DUallowed,  Dn.  22. 1888 . . . 


100  00 

600  Ot. 


.1  Awaid. 


H  oJ      S4,  S70  86 

,J. -I 

MOO 

ii.tuoJ. 


'■rd.  woo ;  int.  at  6  n.  Ob  on  I 
MO  rrom  Feb,  6, 1886 ;  mada  I 


800  00        478  7Ti    1.178  77 


6I.7M00,  lBt.MSp.( 
4.Wt  00  Withint. 
n,M>M  iDl.atSp.o 


1,117  01'.. 
I.MO0O   . 


DlimiaaHl  fbr  want  of  JnrUdlo-  i I., 

tioD,  F-b.  28,  1884. 
I)laiul*Mdfi<r<niDt  of  jDTiadfo-  ; 

tioD,  Ja'i.  31.  1882. 
DlBdluwed,  Nor,  20, 1882 ; I.. 

Award,»l,iS00«t5p.ctfV<niiJ>D.  !    1,600  00 

1,  1BS4:  madaJan,  20,  1884,       i 
Diimluedfiirwanlotjunadlc-    i.. 

tiao,  Mav  n,  1883.  I 

Awnrd,(200at3p.ct.froinJat5'  |       290  ool 


Awnr«l.*l 


at^e  fa^  10, 


,S18  11     3.018  M 


880  84'    1.8MS4 


iIofJurladlD-  |... 

DlnolsHHlfuTwant  ofjariadle-  ',., 

tlon,  Mar.  10,  1882, 
DlimlaH^  far  want  of  Jurbdls-  '... 

tlon,  l)«c.  18,  1882,  ' 

Award.  (400  al  A  p,  cL  from  Apr. 

1,  18031  marie  Jan.  6, 1884. 
Award,(23T.oeatfip,ct.  from  Jan, , 

1,  1BS4;  made  Jan,  18, 1884.        , 
Diamliwd  Air  want  ofjorisdlc-   ... 

tlon,  Uar.  tO,  1882. 

Dleallowf d,  Nov,  10. 1882 ',., 

Diaallowed,  Deo, 21. 1883 ;.. 

DballoKed,  Ocl.g.l8B3 1.., 


820  00 
478  10 


.oogle 
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Exhibit  B. — Claimt  oftrt**! 


Pt«r»B«rlD  .. 


JoMph  AZtwrt  Buti 

David  KnIiDBgel.. 

FnDjoli  Onod. . . 

Tranaoix  Qrand ,.. 

Deairt     and    Cendla 

GuIbPrMkD. 
MMyMBr«!h«l.wid'w. 

IJly»«  Bro,  tulor 

Maris  Liica» 

Ad«Ie  BlIwDldt 

JhIm  J.  Da  Bernard  . . 

Pural  Scrrat.  adm'r. . 

Pural  Ser>at 

Maria  M.  Barthler,  ad- 

mlnlttratrli. 
Mtchidu  HiDri  Reach . 

Lion  Odd  JnllaHUolD. 

Benjamin  &  Molina .. . 
Edward  Saioheplne . .. 

/saD  Uon  Lisrali  — 

Widow  Charln  Roob. 

Eacins     Angnalln 

Hamunet   &    SaicbS' 


Character  of  olafm. 


cm  takea  by  O.  S.  Troaaniy 
ent.  T.  3.  donlUy. 

HoDBB.  fnnilturB,  dulrojHi  by  U. 

>«.  bnnw,  &c.,ukBa  aod  dt- 


in  uk«ii  by  LleuL  J.  B.  Bn> 
la  Ukea  by  Gbd.  Battar . . 


Ads-  ».  laai 

Apr ,  1B« 


.'  Ilmlwr.  morctaimdUa.  &ji..Uken 

byGrn-WillianH. 
CottflD  lakFn  by  U.S.antborillea. 
EoruB,  catlla.  ka.,  takeu  by  Oan. 

Bank*. 
Cotlon  dcBtnived  by  \J.  8.  tnnpa 

undarGen.  Cuiby. 
MerctaBDdlae  uk»D  bv  Col.  J.  A. 

Kekb. 
Tiirpentme  doatroysd  by  U.  &  bd- 

Ha(B«  capa.  J^a.,  dfatroyad  by  Ad- 

Diiral  KBrraKut. 
TobBccu,  Ac,  mken  by  Major  Gal- . 

Oien  UkeD  by  Gen.  BbdIib 

Horaaa  Utten  V  Ooa.  BaokB 

PoUloas,  poultry,  lie..  Uken  by 

Ocns.  Pbelpa  aod  Dudley. 
Liqaore,  nierchancliBe.  Ac,  taken 

by  Gou.  Buoll. , 
UeluDB,  touiBbitB,  He.,  Uketi  by 

U.  8.  tnwpi. 

CotlflD  UVbd  by  Ben.  Banks 

HBrsai,  Ac,  taken  by  Gen.  Dod- 

Bui1dlntia,&o..'ieatroyed  by  Ad' 

miral  Parrainit. 
Injudee,  ftc,  by  U.S-troopa 

Sugar.  &a.,  taken  by  U-S-fonMB.- 
CoIton  Uken  by  Qen.Banka  


U■y2^  IMS. 
Hayl3.IS«. 


Aivoewban. 


D«uldMnTlUa,La.. 
'  St  Bernard  PBTlsk.Lt. 
Plaqneulne,  La . . 

.    Sl-Ludr^ Pariah, La. 
aty.La.. 

AIaiBndrik,Lft 

,    Fr4Dler,LB 

...do 

Jeannatta.  La 

Montgomery.  AJa. . 


Sftieno  de  Forga  . . 


.    I>aDaldBi>nTlIle,La.. 

;.  MartiD'B    PBilab,  i 

Lb. 

.    RoyTilla,LB 

.    New  Orleans.  L» 

:     JslIbrsDDFBriab.I«... 

Spring  aaideB-Ky 


Apr.  4,  1U4. 


ie«3ftl8S4.. 
Apr.31, 18«. 


Baton  Bonge,  La... 

ScdKlrer.La 

VBtcblloches.  La.. 

DonaldBoaTille.  La  . . . 

College  Point. La.. 

BL  Martin's    Pulah. 

IaleBreTllle,La.. 


Money  taken  by  U,  S.  troope. . . 
Cotlon  taken  by  Comnandar  F< 


FtlilLeinu   

Benatd  Panl  Abat 

Jean  Batnlard 

HsTle  Louisa  larael,  I  Hotel.  &e..  taken  by  U.  S.  troops 
■din'i.    and   Joa.  I 

MarteLonIss  Isrsel..    Sugar  Uken  by  C.  8.  troop* 

Mra  Nanette  larael..    Sngar.  ice.,  Ukan  by  Gen.  Ran- 

LoaiaCbBrlaa  lf«nanl|  Money  Uken  by  Col.  Eloks 

Thaopblle  Soebe !  Marabandlse  taken  by  Gen.  Sher 

iblenr Honaa.  Ac.  uken  by  Oen.  Baoka 

'.  /etn  M.  Bean-  .  Eotsm,  &o.,  takne  by  Gen.  Banka 


ia<B-lEU....;  AuumptioB     Farldi. 

UaylMMl 

Jnly.fua. . 


July  0,  IRM 
Apr.  U.  1801. 
Mar.  3D,  IBM 


PadDoah.Ky 

Rosvell.Oa 

Bayoo  Teebe,  La... 


FRENCH   AND   AUEBICAN   CLAIMS   COMUIBSIOK. 
Ito  Uidtti  Stattt—CoDtiaxitA. 


Awnntclainud. 

HowdlipoMdof. 

Anonnt  allowed. 

PitBcip^  1  iDluaM. 

Tottl. 

PrlDDipdLJlntenttl    TotaL 

•U,HDN    tnl^in. 

AwMd.  OS,*!!.  M  t  p.  ot  tt«m 
Aog.  1,  1800;  m*d*   Deo.  U, 

*8,>U>0 

tLOGSSo'  matm 

11.  W» 
1.191  OD 

U,OMM 
IttloMN 

h«U80 

■JSS 

....to 

•7. 088  00 

Awu4,  KM,  at  t  p.  ct.  &1HD  Dsa 

l.l»047mid»J?n,18.18«H. 
Anrd.  |ZW,  U  S  p.  ct.  ttam  Feb. 

3S0  00 

ISO  00 

ISOBl 

481  N 
48>n 

Dbmiwed  for  wut  of  pnwen- 

tuni.jDiii4.IB83. 
Award.  1180. at  Sn. ot  ftxrai  Apr. 

I,im,  made  JnneW.  1888. 

tlon.  Dec.  0,188!. 

Int«6p.B 

180  00 

180  00 

lDl..tSp.c. 

«,'        •!    ««  M 

£.060  00 

"■ 

■•ss 

1.UIM 

ll.*TT3S 
U.S9SI0 

4i,i8e«a 

•10.UB00 

iB.»ooa 

Award.  (JW.  at  S  p.  ot  from  Anjj. 

HO  00 

44D« 

«0  34 

Award.  tSOO.  at  Sp.  at  from  Apr. 
1.  IB<8>  made  ITOY.  23.1883. 

AwanL  fiOC  at  S  p.  et  hom  Apr. 

pine  dlamtaaed  for  want  of  Jo- 

on   *3.807.S0   ftom    Oct  80. 1 

10,1883, 

t.Lrt.p,». 

HWOO 
800  00 

tuoo 

31BtO 

d. 

iseoo 

10.406*1 

SHOT 

I>Li(Sp.o. 

H,TMM 

14,180  00 

■».mn 

i;onoo 

UoD,Uav4.1883. 

MO  00 

MO  00 

400  00 

iSS 

tian,  Mar.  10.  1882. 

mooooo 

Uon.  Nov.  27, 1882. 
Aw»a.  IMS  at  Sp.  Dt  fK.»  Apr. 
1, 18S4 ;  made  Jons  4.  1883. 

N,tUM 
WW 

H. 

20S0O 

MO  00 

mil. 

Ex.  235 

12 

OO^k 
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Exhibit  B. — Clnuu  agaiat 


Wo. 

Sameorelaimant. 

CbaraaterofeUliD. 

Aroaevbao. 

Aroae  where 

«s 

AlcoU.                 '         ' 
Hoiw.  &6..  tak«D  by  CdL  StWIBrd 
Horaet.  &o.,  laken  by  Uen.  Bnt- 

Ho^B,  &«.,  taken  by  Gan.  Bknka 

Fab.  IE,  1W3 

LaFoorehe.lA. 

470 

Widow  JowphTrioon 
PiTTtilaetn 

gS-SJiS.".:::: 

47S 

KewLftkeSnd,  U-.. 

m 

4T4 
471 

jDwiph  Doawao 

Widow    Pbllomtae 

byOon.Wmiame. 
Cotton  taken  by  apeoial  tgaot  of 

Hoiiei'takinbyCoLDarte 

Jnly,  1»».. 
I>ea.,  18U. . 
Not.  IB.  ISM 

Baton  RoQce.  La 

La  Payette  Coimtr, 
FalABlTer.  L* 

479 

Jnle«Poir«m.  adm-r 

Cattle  taken  by  Gen.  Franklin... 

Not.  7,IWJ. 

Now  Iberia.!*- 

477 
4T8 

SngokloOIiMd 

MaroCUTerle 

Cotton,  horaei,  cattle,  Ac.,  taken 

byGen.  W.  p.  Bank*. 
Hay.  ooni,   &o.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Hm»,  At,  deatroyed  by  Gen. 

Sugar,'  com.  Ac,  deatroyed  by 

Admiral  Farragnt. 

by  AdminU  Farrajtut. 
Houae,  fnrnltnrB,  Ac.,  dnitroyed 

by  Admiral  Farraitut. 
Horae,  oov,tBken  byOen.Banki. 

Apr.33.IWt 
Jnly8I,im 

JeHinette,La 

47S 
4» 

'■ss&ss."^ 

Ang.S,lMa 

C«BpP»r.pet;  !*.... 

481 
4BB 

M».  Mule  Bom  Dd- 

JoMphGaigOB 

WtdowBoamideSt. 
IMSTll-guy-.- 

..-do 

-..do 

Apr.,lg«S.. 

...do 

.-.do 

3t.MattlBTilIa.i;A.... 

4M 

Horaea,  mulea,  anEar,  Ao.,  taken 
br    Lleat.   Perklaa  ud    CoL 

V£d^,X 

Ht.CharleaFaiilah,La. 

JeanBaptl.toBaraQ'. 

DetandCUrBA."z! 
DaTld  Hiwa..- 

Cotton,  boisea.  Ao.,  taken  by  U. 

Horaea,  cowa,  MOt.  Ac,  taken  by 

V.  S.  anthoriHea. 
Hidea,  hones,  Ao.,  taken  by  V.  B. 

authorttSr 

Cotton,  Ao..  taken  by  Capt.  Jaa. 
by  Gen.  Cniokston. 

Selinre  and  detention  of  aobooner 

Bayon  Bbnk.  L* 

a«rtllo,Taon 

Si.LandryPartak.1*. 

we 

Jau.t,lBn.. 
Maytlwa. 

4W 

ADdr«C.  J.  DeloB^.. 

Apr.tieJS. 

Tiia«aooa».Ln 

490 

DanielHaaa,  e»»ntar. 
Catherine  U.  A  ariarea 
UaiieTardhlTaUal  al 

Mayll^un. 

Apr.,iaa5... 

Jnne  16,ien. 

New  Orleaaa.  t« 

493 
4M 

D.  A.  Chaffralx 

HileoePUnW,  widow 

Cotton  taken  hy  D.  S.anthoiitiM. 
Horaea.  mm.  Ao.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Weltiel. 

Sn»T,  ranlee.  Ac.,  taken  byOan. 

WeltMl. 
Houaea   deatmyed   by   Admiral 

Apr.20,  ISn 

o;t.»;ie«j. 

BatartU,MiBB 

La  Founhe    ParlaL. 

La. 

AlHedFran^ialonr- 

Api.,  1M3  .. 
Oot.3S,lUS. 

1 

4H 

JeanKalean.  adm'r  J 

Ang.0.  1S«2 

^Donaldaonrtlto.!*... 

4»T 

Julie  Fere  Baalt 

Sworda,  Eona,  Ac.  taken  by  U.  S. 

Pivmlaaa  oconpled  and  Rimlnre 

Fieh. 
Properti  ocouplod  by  V.  8.  an- 

Warehouae^  Ac,  deatroyed  by  IT. 

Cows,  Ac,  takenbyU.  3.  troopa. 

Ang.I0,iere. 

NewOrtaaos,!* 

4W 
MO 

SOI 

Honors  Verlaque 

Mr».AdeleBory 

LonKChauTot 

Hay  30,  ISM. 
AOK.IO,1B«3. 
May  la,  IBM 

Baton  Ronga.  Ijt 

501  1  Charles  B.  Block 

jDly,lSS3... 

Brandon.  Mlaa 

™ 

Stotv.  Ac,  taken  by  Gen.  Bntler. 
Urocerlea.  Ac.  taken   by  Qm. 

StoJShoiiae,  Ao.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Butler. 

HaylT,lSN. 
May  18-10,  ■« 

C.lHHilc 
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PriocipBl.       IntfTMt    i      ToraL 


nniM  With  int... 


Eow  <ll*po*ed  of. 


Airin),  teoa  ■(  fi  p.  ft    Irm 

Sept.  1,  tSOlj  made  Mar,  1.  IK 

DIuIlowsd.  Oct.2e,iei>3    ...  . 


AmoanU  kllovad. 


iPtlBcipKl.  lutcrHt.      Tolil. 


pea  »i  fi,  sea  u 


sizMiDtmsp. 

l,aMOO|        l.««4 
If  jatslntatBp, 


.   Air>rd.|llSit$ 


.   Award,  ta 


Jittp.ct. 


tStaV.  With  Int.. 
>,  TOD  00.. ..da 


),»tOO....d(i.. 
4IS00|liit.atS] 

n.oiUj  ...do.. 

10,UO  00     110,080  00     I 

:,iMoo:      i,iWM 
ii,mi5|iiit.»t<p.<i. 


lM,  01.200  at  5  p.  ct.   f^m 
.  J.  I,  ISM;  muld  Jul  10, 1W4. 
.   Airwd.(2,6*eit6p.cLfroniJD- 

1;  I.  IMS;  made  Jul  10,  ISSA 
.   Airaiil,  t2iialSn.ei.ntHD  Feb. 

3D.  IM6;  made  Kot.  S,  1882. 
.    DiunlMrdfurmiDloriarladlD. 
•■-n.  Marab  10,  IBfB. 
Uoved,  Oot.  IB,  1883. . 

.   IHaniMfdfor  vBDtnrjuTltdlo-    . 
'  n.  Uar.  10,  1882. 
lluarrd.  Oct.  13, 1«83  . 

.   Dlnllawfid,  J«ii.21I8gt.. 

.   Awanl.  18.000  at  0  p.  at 
Jan.  l.lSSSi  made Psb.O, 

DIuulaard  for  want  of  pToaecn.  . 

nrd,'|20ualSp.ct.fnim 
,  IStt  -,  made  Feb.  4,  IB8< 


IMS  00 
326  00 


113  10 
!*0M 

1.  nt  7B 

3US0 


MOl  U 


Zl,  Ul  Uj      21, 813  3G 
a, BSD  00        8,880  00, 


«.Ma  00        «,3TS  83 


28.nsaOIntatBp.c 
Ll««0(i...,dD 


3,710  30       e,BieM 


Dlamlwed  for  want  of  Jnrfadlo. 

tluD.  Jail.  3,  1883. 
Amid,  12,000  at  i  p.  at,  ttma 

Apr.4.18»:  BiadeFBb.4,l88t. 
OlamiaMid  far  want  of  Jorfadlc 

Hon,  Jan.  S,  1883. 
,    Dlaallowed,  Jao.  M884 

.   Uaillswed,  ICaroh  1. 1884 

.   Iliuillnwed,jHi.  19, 1884. 

Awanl.  KS2.M  at  S  p.  et.  tnm 

Ocl.3(l.1(M2>  madeJaiL3,1883. 
Awanl. |IM  at  Sji.  otfrmn  Apr. 

1,1803;  DHdB  Pbo.  1, 18il3. 

!A«ard,t50<iat5p.  ctrrom  Apr,    I 
l,18«ai  made  NoT.-J,  1883.      ;1 

DiHllowed.  June  14. 1D83. . 

Dtaallowed,  Jan.  S,  1884. . . . 


.1, 1120  atSp.ct  from  Aog. 
104  i  made  Feb,  S.  1863. 

loHnl,Jan.  10,1884.... 


I.IM  M 
S1S0« 


ai5j..ct.fr«i 
ade  Jan.  IS.  1« 


180  FBENCH    AND   AHEBICAI?    CLAIMS   COMMiasiON. 

Exhibit  B.—Clatrnt  fi—l 


MT  '  rnnjoU  Abbkdle  . . 

CM  I  Itoniftln  J.  FniwH  . 

■M     I~  A.  A.  airatil  .... 

510  ,  Jmn  BmifFnot 

Ill  I  Widow  ud  halm  c 

lU     tlnols  Cunbler  .... 

lU  I  FkonisLoolM'Tipidprl  S 


ChkiMtar  of  d 


.   CottOB  taken  by  OoL  Bilnghnnt. 

do 

.    Schoaaer,  &g.,  iak«n   by  t7.  8. 

.    TkiHMeuMdbvOBn.  Butler... 
SURBT  t>keo  by  Ckpt.  TlUtuu. . . 


Jmo  BnptlBt  Pferrot. . 

Chulea  Tniinet 

Jenny  RowlleJtMlD  el 

Joseph  Bn^Dt 


.    L*FByettoPuil(>.t& 


.   Be;SLL«iiii,lCiM... 


llajlS,ina. 

Jnlyl.U 
Jane,  IMS  ... 


sa^au 


JoDsattUa,  Tei... 

.    NewOrleaiu 


Theodore  F>; 

I    N.JnleeWelM 

•Toaeph  £.LoUeaa... 

.     GiuWTeFolllii.admli 

letntor. 
I    Jouphine  I^ouaoKm 
admlnlatratrix . 
ETellml  OodeAlty 


N.  Wen  &Co 

HiohMl  Fentanbelma . 

,  CleophuB.  Bnot  .... 

WMoT  ud  beln  of 

Aagnattu  BoBiiod 

oU.Heriud 

Nathalie  CbUldeftwid, 

3tma  Ihiprf 

Widow  Jean  Taltet, 

admlDiatrMilx. 
Henrletle  B.  D.  Welaa. 

Ange  Marie  Jan 

CwoUne  FlnroDt 

PhlUbmtaBogkjr.... 
•"--reOnoliere^o 


Cowa,  ftc.,  MkeD  by  Gen.  Baoka. 


House,'  die.,' t»!ien  by  O.S.  troops.  | 
Sug&r,  ,bo.,  taken  1^'  Gen.Bajiki.l 

Farniture.   Jw,,   tnkeii  ud   de- 

atroyed  by  Oon.  W.  T.  Eherman. 
Hoiue,  billiard  tkblea,  Ilo..  Uken 

by  C^pt.  laom. 
FnrnitDre.  Ac,  t»keti  by  Capt. 

Putter. 
Hoaae,  fhrnltnre,  &□..  taken  and 

deatroyed  by  V.  &  aathorltlM. 
BnUdlng     *o     taken    and    de. 

■troy^  by  U,  3.  aoLhoritlea. 
Bouae,  fiunltaiv,  A«.,  taken  and 

degtrof  ed  by  V.  8.  aatboritlaa. 
CottoD.  Ao..  taken  and  defltnyed 

by  n.  S.  anthoritiea. 


destroyed  -^ 

Fnniltiire  tak«  .... 

onpledbyD.  S.  proToatmanhaL 
Baiar.  oieo,  Ac.,  taken  by  Oen. 

Jewelry!  liguora.  Sic.,  taken  by 

Oen.W.T.Sheiman. 
Cotton,  boat,  Ac.,  deatnyed  by 

U.  a  anthoriliea. 
Boat  and  mershandlae,  destroyed 

by  Kaj.  Davis. 
Boildins.    deatroyed     by    Oen. 

Waltuil. 
Flat-boat  used  and  aerrloea  rend- 

etwItoCol,  HoHUlan. 
FDmltnrfl,   Ao..   taken  and   de- 

stnysd  by  Mmj.  Bullen. 
Horses  taken  by  Col,  Smith  and 


ISmj&.lSM    UarkaTlUe,La | 

Aug.Il,l«m.   KevOrlMD* ' 


.1  Flaqaemina.  La — 
.  Clark«STUULTex.. 
;  Charieston,S.C.... 


Hones, 

Pndy, 
Sheep,  oova,  Ac.,  taken  by  U,  8. 

an&oTltlea. 


. :  Bayou  Teeba,  La 

.1  ColambU,S.C 

.   >raa1iTiUe,TeiiB.... 


Apr.»,lg».. 
18H-1MS.... 

Sninter.6.C 

Charleeton.&C 

r6b.,l«6... 

do 

8ept,  1,  UU  . 

Bim-aFerry.L. 

Jul,  IS,  IBM. 

PeU(«nPtdnt,aC..., 

Ootl7,lB»- 

recBaikdlna.n> 

Aprii,  lan .. 

I>BO.,U84... 

KOT..18M... 

amdI«ke,La 

Feb.  7, ISM.. 

PluTepoaVLa 

June  1.1HB. 

BerwiBh,LA 

Soy..im  .. 

BayoB  Felix,  1^ 

JmuKiaa... 

^S^ 

SLMartln-al^rialhl*. 

^»J^- 

ll*££S;.^P,;ri^-L;: 

INl-UW.... 

»»««»IM- 

,Goo'^[c 
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AaMint  eUliMd. 

Uawdijpoiedof., 

Amount  allowed. 

nt,a^ 

iDtoMt. 

Fiindpal. 

To»L 

.,70.0. 
1.B00  00 

i,«asT 

i.wsoe 

It.  000  00 

s.«»oo 

ISO  00 

[DLmtOp-B. 

Aini[d.»l,Sli  at  S  p.  el.  (Mm 

Apr- 1,  IBM;  nude  Oct  80, 18»S. 

Aw>nl.i2.B2D  U  S  p.  ok  ftom 

■1    Kll  Dfl 

88,024  0» 
5,040  0» 

'il«':™;. 

...... . 

IMDO 

StSDO 



Awud.  1880  *t  Sp.  at.  from  JdIj' 

1,1883.  i>ud«J>D.  10, 1884. 
Amid,  1400  at  S  p  ot.  Awn  Apr. 

™Uajffi.°!i5i» 

880  DO 
400  00 

Bias: 

420  DO 

1,702  « 

....*» 

Anrd.  fSOD  at  flp.  ok  fnim  Aug. 

lUBMTmadaS«i.l(l.l8«4.^ 
AiFam.  *[.0OO  at  S  p.  at.  from 

Sf"'-^  — '"•■'■ 

Awani,  133  at  S  D.  ot  from  June 
1,1884;  made  Set  38. 1883. 

Award^  flSO  at  B  p.  ok  from  Aug. 
tl.  IMl :  made  3aa,  1*.  188f 

11,1881:  mada3aii.»,lgB4. 

Awaid,  *2.:ZS«  at  S  p.  et  Una 

Aqji.   11.1882.  ma&  Jan.  10, 

"""I    •»" 

.. 

10. 4*0  88 

M  DO 
150  00 

ISMOO 

870  47 

408  72 
2.48*31 

4,884  31 

tl3.SS«B0 
lS,«O0(» 

7mmI  *5i2!£ 

KWIN 

Dlamiawid  (or  want  of  Jiiri«dlc- 
tlon.June4,lW<). 



0,330  00 
»,>»50 

is,soai» 
1B.S00IIO 

i),.?rM    IS,  000  00 

DUmiased  for  want  o(  proMCB- 
tloa,Juao4,18«a.       

T.BOOoJ      KOOOOO 
T.MO  DO        g.000  DO 

1T,47B  DO 

u,wr  DO 

.......... 



'navi'^H^A's."-' 

mo« 

174  18 

348  18 

w,..». ::::::::::: 

n.aJS'i'^..,,..^ 

'                     1                           tiaD.Feb.l(l.]>Mi. 

'i,njoo 

1                           tion.  Fob.  M,  1983, 

tllHi.Jni»4.]«83. 

IH.ini«ed  for  w.nt  of  Jnrbdlc- 

Iioii,M>j4.liW3. 

"■""^  ;^r^rff/jS^4^^''" 

1S,MSM 
000  DO 
000  00 

10,  OK  DO 
3,»0C 

18,671  » 

wo  00 

wsoo 

1,848  00 

IiitBtap.o 

Award,  1200  at  S  p.cKfDm  Jan. 

I.IKOS;  made  JtP.  IB.  ISM. 
DLmlwHl  for  want  of  Juriwlic- 

tl"r,Jan.3,ll«3. 
Award.  tSSO  at  &  p.  i-L  from  Jan. 

1.188S:  made  Ootabcr  8. 1883. 
Dlaiot.seil  fot  waut  of  Jnriadto. 

tlOD.JnD.3.  INKl. 

SDODO 

212  47 

412  47 

850  00  1      817  08 



1.SM00  ..  do,... 

2,184  00... .do.... 

Awaid.  »5U0Bt  5p.  cri.  fmni  .Iiiii« 
1,1X03:  madadrl.13.  ItMI. 

600  00 

S20  82 

Google 
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,.. 

Kunaorclatnuwt. 

Cbamcterafclaim.                 Aroaewhen,'          Aroae  wnor* 

Ml 
MB 

Raphael  Drey  foas... 

Cotton,  wblaky.  *c..  taken   by    18al-18M.... 

M«i.Gen.  Wllaon. 
CoKon,  *o.,  Wken  by  Gm.  Wll-     Apr.  15,  UM. 

do 

»SI 
KB 

m 

6H 

Lneile  T.  Bonrgeola, 

F™^!.  Aralel 

HaryUBika,admlnla. 

BlKiBmundBomui.ad. 
Charioa  Polniel 

CbarleaL.DnBo«    .. 
Feleole  Barielen 

A™t„din.pn«™n.ent.byC^. 
Sloop,  if.,  taken  by  Capt.  Pel. 
CMt^JSukon  by  Gen.  Wilaon    .. 

Cotton,  iie ,  taliBn  by  Gen.  WU- 

HouM,  io  ,  taken  bj  Com.  Dn- 
ponl. 

Clgara,  ic,  taken  by  U.  8.  troope 
Corn.  &c„  taken  by  Capt.  Thomp. 

July  ».  18W. 
Au|E„19«S... 

Apr.  13.1861, 
and  Aug,  20, 

.•r^  .... 

1863. 
FBb.  20,1865 
Oct.,  1883  ... 

PsMiagonla,  Uiu 

Montcomerr.Ala... 

Beaufort,  S.C 

EST 
168 

AuKoalaDeBeblaD   . 

Carpeuler'e  oLeal,  ic,  Uken  by 
D.B.  troop.. 

^s- 

itaTKSr.La:;;.":; 

MB 

Cbariea  T.  DngazDn, 

J.    P.    and  Anpule 
HoUar.- 

die. 

Hoiue,   &o.,  Uken  by  Admiral 
CatWn,  io.l  Ukep  by  Gen.  Bonks 

Ang.8.  1M2 
Aug.,  1884  . 

Natchitoches  Padih, 

Ml 

Sugar,  ic.  taken  by  Qan.  Butler 

0*1.28,1862 

B«2 

Gothm  Mken  by  Gen.  Banks  .  ... 

Uay  1S,18«3 

UUiken'aBend.La... 

M3 

Pierre  LonlaLwirota. 

Jerelry,  &c.,  taken  by  Colonel 

Holes.  Si.i    Uken  by  CoL  Ken- 
driok  «ai 

Koi.  8.1882. 

No».  2'.  1862. 
Hoy  14, 1864. 

LaFonrcheCrMsimg. 
He^PortPiokaHBg. 

5SG 
MS 

GoUlanmeDnlbrd  .. 
Catharine  D.MIlbaa 

Horn,  ic.  taken  by  Col.  TboniM 
Hau»e,  iLC.  taken  by  U,  S.  troope 

La  FoonbaCioMlng, 

Honw.  ic.    taken  by  Admiral 

Molueea  taken  by  tJ.  S.  tnwpa. . 
Cotton  Uken  by  Gen.  Banks 

S80 

Jean  Charlea  Earlape 
JowphDnfaal 

Match,  1863 
Feb.  20. 1864 

St.  Charles  Pariah,  La. 
Natobltoohes  Poilsb. 

871 

BemyBatmBle 

JolieBaa»tt.idra'i. 

Qnoa.  ic .  Uken  by  Gen.  Butter     Anjc  IB,  1861 
Hon«i,,  ic,  taken  by  General  ■  Ool.30.18W 

Welliel. 
Taxes  aaseesed  by  Gen.  Bnttrr...!  IWS-IMt  .. 
Cotwn.  ic.  taken  by  TJ.  S.  troopn.;  ISM-IKW. . . 

B7J 

HoaBeoccDpieilbyGen,BDUer..l  MaytoDec, 
Bouse,  i.^..  Uk™  by  MaJ.  Boweo     Jnly,  1883. . 

87S 

.Camiellte  Gonasles  . 

Uonaldeonime.  La... 

B78  1  Maris  Elvina  Fabry  . 
sre  1  Belh-r  Lery 

DrveoMe.  *«„  taken  by  U.  S.  ,  AboutAog,     St. Charlee Pariob. U. 

troopn                                             '      la,  IttZ 
SuEsr  ,ic,  taken  byCol.  Kobiu.     Dw.31,1883.|  Fanssve  Point.  Ln.... 

nlmse,  ic.,  t«k«nbyM«J.  Bo«fD  \  July,  ISeS.,.'  Port  Bsrroir,  La 

sao  1  Mix.    Adotphe  OIICv, 

Ml  1  MathlU^-EatmdedaE 
SS2     Adulplie  OlI«e 

Hon»,ic..  Uken  by  U.S.  troops,    18e2aDdl8a3     Orleans  Pariah.  L»  ... 
Co«s,  ic.iak«nbyOen.  FrauV  |  Nov.lI.lSM..  Abbe. UK  L»  

Sklfftc,  taken  by  Gen,  Banks.  ;  Apr.M,lMl '  Berro  Landinp.  La.-.. 
Hmi'*p.  Ac.  doitroycd  by  Admiral     ing.  0,  ISaS .    nonaldsonrille.  La  . .  . 

S83     Aui;aat!uOa[dry,nd'T 

SM  ;  PterreS.WIlU,»dn,r 

US     PleireS.  ^Vllti,  adm'r 

B87     QoetaVe  Deffjrgo, . . . 

BryTort     aa 

°*                    1 
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A»oo..cI^. 

i 

Amonnt  sJIowed. 

MDdpJ.       iDterMt. 

ToUI.      i                             ' 

Di.iiilK»dfarirRiili>fJ<iri>(lic- 

1      tioi..J«n.2«.l8M. 

PriBclpaL 

Inlertst 

TotaL 

tUl.BMOO  ;  lut-Map.e 

M,0»»      ...do 

Aitsnl,»S00.t5p.etfr»mApr. 

imoo 

»»« 

.l.«.« 

UK,  UO  SS  1  Dl«n)unl  for  wut  of  Jnritdlc- 
1      Hon.  Jm.  as.  ISM. 

1 

1«,  220  M   DWnlHHl  for  w>nt  of  pro««an- 
ti<ni.jDDe4. 1883. 

■ 

lff.(W(»;Illt««p.C- 

1 

LsoooD 

i.mDt 

3,6aSM 

,!  Ig. •,.,»,  .X  c. ». 

' 

1     ttoD.  June  4, 1883. 

*.780  0«'        5,a2»7(l 

,0..0,70,Aw^^,..^^_^.g._.t,,j™ 

1,BI»H 

sooot 

i,S73  00 

Si  ins  M 

:  1«  wt  IntrtS 

Aw»rd,»100i.tSi,.ot,  from  Apr. 

I,  1B83;  m»d8(fcL23.  1883. 

100  oo 

lOSOO 

"MOi 

•JO  00,-. .do 

;      l,lBa3:ii.»deJkB.l*.l«8i, 

130  00 

izeoo 

M8  00 

«.»*1  W.        (>.M3  73 
IM,K>74  Int.>t«t..e. 

Awaid,  »in,000  ■■  5  p.  ct.  from 

1     JmB.1,IM.^;  iiiidoJ^ne4.1l«3. 
ia,88»ej   Airiirt,»3.W»tSp.<-l.fron.Apr. 

io.oooo« 
suoo 

l.,!«J. 

3>.ZMra 

717  M 

;     tion.  Mar.  !8,  IBM.      '              ' 

1 

■           do                                            1 

1 

Dlanlued  for  want  of  JurUdir- 

!..''"i"".':. '"■.... 

■ 

10.000  IWInl.>tep.G 

,     lion.  M.r.  10, 1W2 

' 

,i,.db,  Google 
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Exhibit  B.— CJoiw  ■f><Bl 


<     Q«i>iKaX.  PDnTiwa.. 

I     AieliDaQuitiiBrlD,*d- 
CIuvlMLaTr 


Anna  Iddlm  TlOTy . 


Ci^netemt  cb 


Apiil,lB«S..|  Gnnd  CMntt,  U  .. 


I.aaib«r  deMdned  b;  Ota.  BnCler 
EonH.  Ac,  taken  byTI.B.  tnrapa 


Id  I  St.  ChirleaPaiMi,] 

•■! 

by  H^.  Rob.  '  Ui>y  IS,  18SS    Kttchitochca.  La  . . 


CaUan,&<i.,  taken br  U.S.  Uofiw!  May  16,  ISM    CoTlnctmi.  La 

PiDTimlont.  Ao.,  t^en  by  Gm.  |  18SSudlBM<  fit  Mary'a  Pailab.  I*. 


AnHtbyOen.  BnUw '  NoT.li.lSC3    Maw  Orleaiu.  U  .. 
Tw■d  Ukaa  by  Col.  Onodvlii  ... 

by  U.  8. 


Whtaky,    io., 

Anwtby  Oen.  Butler 

Wliltky,    Afl,.    taken  by  V.   8. 
Cotton  taken  by  U.S 


"Henxdlta." 
DteDto,  and  ■impUe 
[(O  by  U.  8.  antSori' 


Horaae,    cottm.    Ac.,    t^en   by 

Hal.  Montfnnnet?. 
Farnitnre,  oanwta,  Ao.,  taken  by 

U.  8.  Bulbniftlce. 
Cotton  takmi  by  C.  8.  antborilleo. 


Qteigt  Bngene  Ledno  r 

J'eao  lalaana | 

Plnn  OnstaTt  GIbert 

iridow  Jenny  Ifalne. . 
Adelaide  UoaUi,  ad- ' 


Honea.  A«..  taken  by  O 


Shanes  Eapenan. . . 
rbomaa  C.  Payan  . 


Wood,  booMbolcI  artlolH,  fto., 
taken  by  U.  S.  antborltln. 

Cillle.  wool.  WBEon,  Ac,  Ukan 
by  U.  S.  aatboritiea. 

FamitDre.  houHbold  good*.  Ac. 
destrnveil  by  Adm'lFamiut. 
■^— "•— " *^yC.8. 


11  to  Joly 

B,  1S«1. 
July  10,  IBW 

Hot.  12. 1881 


TWtSt-Pbll^ 


NewOrIeaiu,t«.... 
DonaldaonTllla.  La.. 


Jnly  sa, 

laas. 

Uayl,  1SS9 


Jnly  1,  1803 
Jnne,    IBS3, 


Sept.,  isea. 


NewOrteew,  La 

SaarHaTaBa,«Bte... 

Hew  Orleau,  La 

Bt.    HaniB-a  Paiiak, 
Iberville  Partab.  La .. 


Baton  Konge.  La  — 
Ibaiia  Parteb,  La.. 


a  Ulrnlly  at 
thorldea. 


Inu  Bortbel.  widow  .    Whiaky. 


■ndlae.  Ac.  Uken  |  April  IBM- 


I      7.  ISM. 

'  AuR.9.  IfHJ  I  DonaldMnTlUa.  La.. 

,  lSM-ieU....[  lfewOrleaDa.La.... 

r:''° ' " 


Chrlatiau  Cllne 

George  Pelllgrlnl... 
Jaoobin*  Salinuui. . . 


.. ,  _,._ LabadlsFille,  La. 

byCapt.  UiwD.  \  i 

Sarur  taken  bv  Gen  Bntler .;  Dec  2.  lg«2  .  Mew  Orleana,  La . . . .  ) 

CottontakcnbTU.S.aDtboritlea.l  Oot.Z&lBM.  Mobile  Ala f 

Hanr«.mul«.  &c.  takrn by  Gen. '  Hay,  1863...  Port  Barre,  I.a 

K.  T.  Ihinham,  I 

~  ....         -  iMU  DmuldaonTlIle.  La. 


I      by  Adra 


ilFam 


I.,  Uken  by  D.     Mar.,  ISn  .. 
,    Ac.  ,D«c..  isn... 


Penaacola,  Fla. . . 
Mlnelbnrg,  La... 
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\4  thiM  Statei,  ^0.— Continned. 


AmontcUImgd. 

Ho«  diqnMd  oC 

Amoniitallnnid. 

ril«lp>L 

loUnM. 

ToU. 

P««.pal 

iDtant 

Total. 

ttau 

[iit.MSp.e. 

DlBnlned  for  **Dt  of  proMon- 

n 

»,mH 

W.OMW 

W5,»33M 

A.wu^,  (2.111  U  S  p.  o.  Item 

•2,  moo 

»2.moo 

Avud.  mow  ■(  6  p.  D.  ftoin 
J.D.  1.   UM,    DMde  FBb.  ». 

B.dBFflb  a.  1883, 
Anrd,  fl.BlO  at  S  p.  c.  ft«m 
Adk.  is,  t8K:  nuda  Har.  1, 

Db^U»d  for  wuc  of  Jorltdki. 

Uoo,  Mot.  27.  1882. 
Awwd,  $lD.m  wtOBBt  IntM- 

(■t;  made  April  18, 18BI. 

2S.0M0O 

4.000  00 
1.S10  00 

38,808  31 

4,000  M 

l,>t7  38 

2>,naoo 

]«,tMU 

10.000  00 

inoooM 

A-mrd.  t3.2IZ,2t  Bt  fi  p.  t.  fnm 
J™2<,..8«,™d.AprilJ. 

Aw»d,  MOO   .t  S  p,  c.  Item 
July  23,  18«S  ;  made  Oot.  9, 

UoD.  Joie  17, 188S. 

Award,  «S.2«0  at  S  p.  e.  from 
A^ll.iBNi,m>d«  Juieat, 

3.113  14 
SMM 

8817  71 
MTl 

«,  scoot 

in,  Ml  4T 

tT.lM  M 

0,200  00 

S.  740  00 

-..do 

Award,  •100  X  »   p.    o.  tteto 
JnlT  1,  1M3 ,   mada   Feb.  t. 

., 

80OM 

loeoo 

OOOO 

BMW 

1,T1S  09 

a,issn 

"■'■ 

'. 

Uon.  Mar.  10.  I»«2. 

■     1 

IViW 

2.77*  68 

'"»-."■:."- 

Dimnlwd  r«  waot  of  pmwoii. 
Uon,  jDoe  4.1883. 

do 

'             1 

IZZ  di  ' 

'I  Z, '::;:. 

2.1»W 

tion,  Novenibtr  !T,  188i 

i : 

( 

f„„„l 

FEENCH  AND  AMERICAN   CLAIMS  COMMISSION. 

EXBIBIT  B.— CJuiJBt  m 


Ho.      Mime  o[  obdmaat. 


Atom  irtwu.  An*a  wl 


A    brolae  Ro«e  and 

Houa.  Ao.,  d*«trored  by  Gen. 

JnneU,lSS9. 

Berwl  k  La 

Eether  Herrteon. 

Pierre  8.  WllW,adm> 
JoK,pliL«Ty 

Ac.,  Uk«n  and  deativyed    by 

taken  by  Gen.  Well»l. 
Horwa,oowi,  Ac,  taken  li;Oen. 

Apr.  SO,  ISM. 
July  17,  IMS. 

t^:-l!S::: 

AOJ1..1BS3... 

SKSiiMfi;.';::. 

^'LlTl.^l^yad^r 

St.  Benuid  Parish.  Lt 

J'^Pl^  Kmllo    8.ig. 

Uarie  Uadellne  Hor- 
oalsL 

6t.  ADge  Biobon 

Widow  Deairt  Qreg. 

DomlnlqnePoebelm... 

isas,  ■«-■».. 

»ewOrieui*.L* 

deatroyod    by    Admiral    Far- 

Ang.  >.1M1. 

Hor»«,  mulea.  Itc..  wkenbyQen. 
Banka. 

Cotton  Wken  by  Gen.  Canby 

Jnlyai,18M. 
Jniia.lBM... 

GrMnabotongb.  AU.. 

AngwteFerrt | 

CharJeaQanthlK 

Cotton,  aagar,  Ac,  Uken  by  Gen. 

BDtUr. 
Taiea  lUenlly  aaaeaae<l  by  V.  B. 

Cotton  tak^    by   Qen.    N.   P. 

Cotton,  hone*,  Ao..takeD  by  Qen. 

Bank*. 
Hon«,  earrlacea.  Ad.,  taken  by 

Take«eiJiotldbyQ«s.R  F.  Bnt- 

N'o*.       and 

Deo..   ISeS 

Aug.2»,lgt3, 

aS;.i«b.... 

I  NewOrieaaa.  La.... 
3t.L«idtyP«1»h.U. 

TlntmieMarieF^j. 
SUeone  Dabede* 

Jnly.  IfWS  .. 

M.y,iM2... 

Bnt^e  Drogj  Ball- 

Ang.ll.lM!- 

do 

TazM  eiMMd  by  V.  &  witfaoH. 

JODO  3,  lan. 

^ 

BaymondPooheln.... 
Charlea  H.  Hoffer 

lJlobolaBM.BenMhl.. 

by  0.  B.  Mfborillc'!''  * 

mentbvU.  S.  anthoritles. 
Hono,  cows.  Ao.,  Uken  and  dB- 

•troyod  by  D.  S.  anthoritles. 
Cotton  taken  and  taies  eiacled 

by  O.  S,  iLDthoritlee. 
Cotton    Uken    by  Uen.    N.   P. 

Banks. 
Hone*  cows,  taken  and  person 

Horse,  cattle.    Ukeu    by  Gan. 

Franklin. 
Taie*  eiacled  hy  Oen.  Botlar. . . . 

lS«3tolMB.. 
Jnly  12,  IMS 

Not.  3.1888. 
June,  IMJ  .. 
Apr.  18,1883 
Sov..  IMS,. 

IMS 

Ang.  11.  IMS 

UaUie.Ala 

Corinth.  T«D 

La    Fayette    Parish. 

rfewOrlean*.U 

AasnmptloB    Fariik. 
Sew  Iberia,  L* 

Sew  Orleau*.  La 

Mt-.    Augu-t    Ollie, 
widow  and  tatili. 

Honse,  mates,  hones,  Ac..  Uknn 
by  Gen,  Hanks. 

dMtroy,.d  bT^a).  I>avU 
BUnkels     taken     and    Ui     oa- 

s«wy|  by  Geo.  Bniler. 
Cows,  horses.  Ac,  Uken  by  Gen. 

Banks. 

May.  1883... 
May,  1884... 

April.  IBM.. 

St.Uary'*PBri*k.L*. 

N»poleonrtlle.U 

New  Orleana.  L* 

Orleona  Pariah.  Li  ... 

Marie  Dupaty 

Charles  IT.  Banlerv. 

p.  LoBi.  Calrol 

Mar,2S.lM3- 

VenolUlonPartsKU. 

Mra.Jean  B.  E.Glpifl 

Bll»Boi.j(«re,«lm'... 

Cotton  Uken  by  Gen.  Hanks... 

Oneo,  how-e.  i<'..  t«k«n  aivl  jwi- 

•on  Imprisoned  by  U.  S.  anttor- 

MaTl3.1M3 

Soy.       and 

Dec.lg« 

lI(|]ik«i'sBend.La... 

LeonGodebap. 

1M3 

mU«bon>ogh.  Miss-.. 

Bobert  and  Uarle  de 
LasI  eyrie. 

Cottnn  lajmn  and  pmiHTlv  occu- 
pied by  Capl.  E.  Ura.vlon, 

Dec.lMI... 

Vadn»law.5.C 

..Google 
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1M  Uniltd  5(als«— Contiunea. 


I  AmoDnt  alloKcd. 

Principal.'  Intenst.      Tatal. 


. .  Awanl,  KMi  it  5  p.  ct.  lutei-r 
I      tram  JunelS.lMSinuuleU. 

.,  lHBnii"i«i  forwancof  jnrtwi 


!7  OS  I  *2S,  8Ii2  M     DiulloiFeiL  HornDiler  8 


I   lDI.ltSp.C|.. 

I  Inl,BtBp.i 
10.404  00 

Vltlilnt.. 


!,«H<M 
I.IITXS 

him™  j. 
II.  sun 


I, moo 


DlulloiTHl.  JUD 


Dlaallomd,  October  ! 
Awanl.  Ml  K  5  per  ■ 
April  I.  ISa :    iu» 


DlMllowed.  JftDUBry  3S,  1I>S4  ... 
OlMlIoffed,  Octolier  IS,  18B3  . . . 
Dlamliwd  for  want  at  pnmeOD' 


DtamlMsd  for  want  or  JDricdlc 

tion,  Mitrcb  7.  lata. 
DiiBlloXHl.  Febmnr  4.  1883  .. 


Disallow  pA,  Jan  II B 


iiu.im.... 


Disallowed.  FebiTiary  *.  1*81 

.:  Award.(713»lSp.ctniim  Apr.'      TIS  00 

1, 18M:  niKlB  Nof.  18,  ISffl.      , 
.,Awj.t<l,  »12S:it  jn.<-t.  froniAag.       12S  00 
I    11.  imi ;  maile  Jau.  211.  1»<4.       : 
.    AwBr<l.*»Uai.5p.ct.  fromUaj  I      350  00 

I  DiMUowedyMKi's'lgSS....! 

.    Disallowed.  Feb.  4.  IMH I 


.ml  of  Juriidlc 
aiilufJurMlo. 


.1  Diulluneil,  Fi-h.I 


.[  DlimiHB.'d.foru'niilnf.lurliidlF- 


i  by  Google 
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Exhibit  B.—Ctaimi  m/aim 


No. 

Nameafolaimant 

CharHterarolaim. 

AroMwbra. 

ArBMwb«. 

«M 

^Sfe.Sf: 

Cottm  taken  by  M*].  HmiIIIob. 

Mj,|^iaM.. 

LeM*fUe.La 

AullneGantheriD. 

Ib^DiaedelaMMo- 
XiiwatlneB.LabaB.. 
NatbaUueG«>e.*dni-i 
PanlUu  Saida  Gonr. 

HypoUtoBelloe,  .... 
AlpboueCahaiao.... 

BUwbetb  G-  Eaoobas 

laaaeChatolEnar.... 

Maria     Am«l<e     La- 
pUnte,  widow  and 

Mr..  Mtlaole  Blqm, 

ci,a«~». 

Widow  Jean  Meyer.. 

JobaG.  Manger 

AlftidDela-flitne, 
adm'r,  and  Boaalle 
Labalerla. 

"sx;  -'"'"■• 

Pierre  Felix  Coatenat 

thorltlea.       ' 
Cotton  Uken  by  M^.  Hamilton.. 

Apr.  1, 1*85. 
Juli-.lWi... 

May  1.  ins.. 

SepLIB.lBa. 
AuJ.lI,IBM. 

JSL.2S'.'-:-:: 

«n 

Bt.IudryPadah,La. 
NewOrieanaiLa 

MS 

««7 
MS 

Cotton,  hoteee,  4b«.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Boaaea,  Ac,  deatroyed  by  ?.  8. 

TUM  ^^  by  Gen.  B.  F.  Bet. 

do ._. 

Cotton  Ukeu  by  CapL  steel  

Toola  and  notee  Uken  and  aireat 

Cotton,  S..  taken  by  U.  8.  bq. 
tbonUea. 

Tax  levied  by  Oen.  Butler 

Lnmber   *o.,  taken  by  U.  &  an- 

Iboiitiea. 
Tax  levied  by  Oen.  B.  F.  Batler  . . 

Orooerlea,  tea.,   taken   by  Geo. 

Bi^tkken  by  the  U.  8.  antbori- 
Deatmction  of  raUlng-mlll  by  Col. 

Jnly.lBO... 
Ai.g.B,lBffl. 

8tMwr-(Paiiik.U. 
Dona]d>»Tiaa,Li.... 
NewlMeaH,!* 

Janes.  IMl. 
June  16,1881 
Jnl;ia.tMi 

Apr.ai,IWS. 

o<*.»,u«a. 

J,ng.ll.lMl. 
OeL  Ifl,  ISH. 
Ang.ll.l«B 
V»yl0.18M. 
May  n^  IBM 
JoneM.l»«l. 

I>»o.I,W«.. 
...do 

sn 
m 

ITS 

m 

PWtad'IpW^P' 

DonaldMDTina.  La.... 
New  CMeao*.  !•...._ 

NewOriaaBa.lA 

...do 

Waterloo,  U - 

Cle»ela»d.  ToBB 

HuUH,  fenfea.  Ilo..  taken  and  de- 
stroyed by  U,  B.  aulboriliea. 

Madlwn.  Ind ^ 

S!»2-;:::::) 

J-nnel,18M- 

Sept.lMJ... 
Feb.  11.  IMS. 
Feb.  IT,  IMS 
Aog.23.lM3. 

Joly.lMi... 

M7 

Tba  widow  and  beIra 
orFraii9olaH.deBt. 
Cyr 

1      tbBD.8.a<itharitr»i.      '' 
«8»     H'iraorPieneLODla     Hou-^  and  oontrntadealioyedby 

1      Valory.                        '      D.  S.anlboritimi. 
tM  !  EmeatlaeFebrer ESoop  uWcd  by  the  D.S.an[hon. 

I                                          1      t\ef. 

tn     Cb»rle»Hpldikk...?       G*n.Bu<]er.                                \ 
(    CottoalakenbTU.S-Bolhoritlenl 

Coloaibto.&C j 

NewOdMU.  U ' 

■.;,  Google 
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ABHDBt  OlOlBUd. 

H«rdi.po»dDf. 

Amount  illowed. 

FriMlM     lBta«U. 

lotaL 

PitadpaL 

IntoTHt. 

Total. 

MMOM 

UMM 
KMCOe 

ii,»iDg 

41.0MM 
IHM 

mm 

XSM»» 

H.MDI0 
LSSOD 

TH  W 

ntHM 

UOH.J.DB4.1M*. 

Dl>»iaMd  for  wut  of  JoiIkUo. 
Udd,  Ju.  I.  1B83. 

DtamlHHl  for  wut  of  inriadlD. 
Uon,  Hn.  ID.  IWZ, 

iDLBtflp.!!. 

"Sr^T.s*  "'•"-"■• 

Inl.M«p.». 

Awud.  taMM  G]i.  et  ft«i  Aog. 

ll,im:Pi>deJu.M.I8M. 
Amrd.  *3TtUSp.  ot  from  Ang. 

3TS00 

«« 

».„ 

lDbBtBp.O. 
..-.do 



Award,  fl.l£0  ■!  S  p.  ct  rroto 

AUJ..1.1M2,.  ■a«i.J«,.M. 

LSMOe 

i.wa*i 

S.WS41 

DiMoUMil  for  mnt  of  pnwecn- 

iDtMtp.e. 

t^lWM 

sum  r  t    •■ 

. Awud.  *B00  >t  &p.  et  ftnm  Aug. 
IMSea  i  mmdo  Jin.  M,  188*. 

SOOM 

HO  te 

i.(Mote 

),nsu 

1 

DlunlwHl  for  wul  irf  iDriMIe- 

lUlH 

n,irrH 

LMM 
aifcMDM 

i.ntw 
i,>n.oeoo« 

Anid,|l,«aMSp.o.IhMDApr. 
1,18S4,  made  Nay.  S.  1883. 

1,B00M 
4.»M(« 

AwHd.  *8,«)0  U  E  p.  0.  froDi  Mar. 

t,tuu 

bt.rttp.0. 

bt.Map,o. 

iB^tMn 

Google 
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Exhibit  B.— ClaimM  afiut 


SO.^     KameotclalnuiDl. 

1 

Character  of  claim. 

Atoaawhen. 

Aroaewkar. 

«2 

JoeephDohnt 

Adeline  Blanchin  .... 
GoUtaueeA-ColKDet 

T»ea  aaaeaaed  by  C.  &  anthori- 

Molea,  luinr,  Ac.,  taken  by  D.  B. 

HonH!  deatniyed  by  U.  S.  anlhor- 

Cotton,  cloth,  Ac,  Uken  by  O.  S. 

autharitieB. 
Orchard,  fencea,  Ao.,  deatreyed 

Cotton,  achooner.  Ac.,  taken  by 

Gen.  Banka,  Ac 
Track  taken  l.ylT.S.bwipi 

M.yM,l»n 

Jan.,    IMS; 

May..lMa. 

June  ig,  1H3 

Dot.   Not,. 
Ms?,  IMa. 

Hew  Orleana,  La 

St.  Jamea  Pa>Mi.U., 
EaetCaTroUPaiULlJ 
B«jonLaro>nhe,U 
JeSeraon  Pariah,  La.. 
Orlaana  Parish.  La... 

Kln,.ton,Ml.s -.:.... 
OnUwUsbeaaa 

Deuld»>oTllKLa-.-' 
Tennmionffll^La.... 

FMJaekMa,Ia 

Iberia  PaiUi,  La 

La  Fayette  Pariah.  La. 

.» 

Emlle  Barbaaan  and 

pSsassr 

Mia.  Kemy  SerTC>t,tn' 

trii. 
HoiTlComtede  Saint 

LoDlee  Antolne  MBh 

TheopbUe  Deotreli.. . 
J.  and  J.  Pram  A  Ce- 

aw 

•M 

TOO 
701 

TOI 

Jan.lO,lMi 
Apr.3S.im 

AprTlMS... 

Auk,  1MB.. 
Abont  Apt., 
Apr.,  IMS,. 

%%-: 

1M»-'BB 

708 

Cotton  takes  by  CoL  Coatee 

Pnperty  taken,  and  aneat  and 
AlcoEol  uken  by  Dr.  HoConnio, . 

HIdea,  Ac,  Uken  by  Otm.  Baake. 

700 

Un.  Caroline  Joeepb. 
Fnn9oladeAinu.... 

MarieA.L,0«niy..., 

PiiVreLriiidaite"!;!; 
Raymond  Honaty.... 
do 

TU 

Cotton  taken  by  Geo.  Banka 

Heraee.  Ac,  taken  by  Gen.  Banks. 
Deatmctdon   of   honae  by   Col. 

bii  danf[hl«  by  aet  of  U.  B. 

nlokelo 
Bay  man  killed  by  G«i.  Bmlth,. 
Wine  taken  with  veaael  "Fele- 

|!rln,"Ao. 
Cotton  taken  by  Adjutant  Slma.. 

Mooey  and  KOeda  taken  by  U.  S. 
troopa. 

Gen,  Brown. 

Apr,«.i8». 

IMl-WM,... 
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71B 

7M 

Mar.U,lM«. 
Apr,ai,lW 
JuneMSBS- 

NBarPadti<»h.XT-... 
Month  of  Mkaa.  Sirs. 

La. 

Brownarllla,  Tax 

<=S"5SSM'"-"°"  ■«'■■-- 

™  i  T „  ,.„„ 

Bay  inare  taken  by  (Jan.  Bntler.  - . 
Llquora,    Ac.,    taken    by    Gen, 

Hooaa.  Ac,  dcalroyrf  by  U.  8. 

"rmr^c-svna^'B^s:: 

»ryn." 

M     IMa 
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J.C.  Jagon 

S.  G.  Folleln 

L.M*rie 

Jnnei,  IMS      Brawnartlli, T^' 

Mar.7,lM3..  Bajon Baton a«p,L. 
Jol;  I.  IWl , .  1  Uenlh  of  Ml«.  Bine. 

1 

i 
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ABWiutcbained. 

Enw  diapoMd  of. 

Am 

nnt  allow 

ed. 

PrMpiL    j  Iiit.ff.rt,    1     ToUL 

PrtnolpaL  Intsrsit. 
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MM  00 

Int.  MS    c 

Awmcd.  1390  at  i  p.  c.  titna  Apr. 

DIunUud  for  mnt  of  proucD- 

tlOD,  June  4,  1«SJ. 

Awird,  ta.MO  at  Sp,  c  from'Ko*. 

l,ie6a:m.d«FA.a,1884. 
DUmlsHd  rorwutDtJaiitdio, 
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tSHiM      lasooo 

»T00t» 
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do 
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— dn 
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Dlamlased  for  want  of  proHcn- 
UOD,  Jane  4, 1883, 
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SM  to 
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1S148 

Jiotod.  MOV.  1»,  1881. 
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LBTOM 

-'KK^.V-T"""- 

Amrd.  *3M  at  S  p.  cl.  Idt,  mm 
Jnlf  1,  IBU;  made  Oct  SO,  1S8S. 

I>iNn1a!i^fc^waDtofJori.dl<s 
tion.HayS.l»B3. 

sot  <W 

281  10 

Int.  atap,  o. 
With  tot,. 
In(.irt8p.a. 

I.SMM 

7,411  n 

a,i«igs 

Int.*t«p,e 

11,411  80 

A*Bid,t300atSp.ct.  InLfnnn 
Jnlv  Lisas:  mad.  Feb. »,  1884 

JectKl,  XoT.  IV.iaSt. 
AppUcation  to  file  Disniorlal  re- 

soooo 

J8IZ8 

581  it 

1 

:        i 

i;,3te,mn 
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EzHisn'  B.—ClaiMt  afiMt 

AroM  whML  AroH  Kbtie, 


IMaeTijlor 

PrtwPUngto 

VlUUm  C.  THplar . . 

Ji  B.  Plnalurd,  M- 

Jobn  J.Krelg 

H.S.  VoodhanM 

EdmrdF.  DteUnara 


11     BoiUTBDtiira    Dolliv- 
gnj. 

13     WIlliUD  Ogden  ail«. 

IS     Arliou Mining  Co... 

11  I  FnafoU  Tamlet 


OtOTgt  0«odniin 

WUlutnn  ft  Datlon. , 

Sunnal  L.  U.  B^ow. 
ThaAmerlun  &Ifex- 


7,INID  bnrreU  of  pctnlgani  wlMd 
by  Fianob  tmwI  "  D'KMkIds." 

GrofleriH,  Ac,  dBctroysd  bj 
FrBDch  tRWH. 

Baud  and  iMglng  ranpllMt  b; 
oommmnd  of  Bu;Dr  of  Kuuiy, 

St«imer  "AnnhoM"  Mkan  by 
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Colbe-hDnH  dettnyed  by  Fiance . 

Dutmotioii     of     property     by 

Flencli  HiUioritica. 
Ssbnre  of  "Ulla"  by   Frensh 

nun^f-war  "  Uuellu." 
Proparty  deatroyed    by  Fnnob 

Lon  on  oontnets  wltli  Franek 

OoTernniBBi,  Aa, 
Low  of  property  throngh  French 


Fiwtory,    Ac.,       deatroyed     by 

Vimnb  aathorltJea. 
Poirdar  taken  by  slaamer  "  Dlk' 

niegal  Imprlaaiuaent  by  Prenoh 

authoritfea. 
"Aiiabn>o"aiid"TerM«a">el[«d 

by  Admiral  Boatt«. 

Povder  taken,  Ao,.  by  Fnnoh 

Blouner  "DUmaate.'' 
Detention  of  Toaiel   "Wm.  II. 

Blchardaon,"    Ac.,  by  FlBOCh 

man-of.WBT  "DUmanie." 
Breacli  of  oontnct  by  Frenoli 

GoTerDment. 


Jnly '  3.  liri. 
Mar.  S,  1««  . 

Mar.a.lB71.. 

Sept..  laTo  .. 
Oct.8,lHB..| 

a«it.ig,ii 

to  Feb. 

ISTOandlBTl 

Dec,     UM. 
and  Oct  SO. 

Bept.  1,  IBTO  . 

Oct  30,  ISM  . 

18TI 

Mar.e,tB«4.. 

Oct.lSU.... 

Feb.  18, 1871. 
Apr.  IB,  18 
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Paris,  France 

Lagray,  FrsDe* 

Onbighuaa 

Chatenay,  Fiaiu*.. 


ODlfafCallCinda... 

Farla.  Fianee 

Acapuloo,  Mexico . . . 
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COMMISSION  DES  RECLAMATIONS  FRANCO- AHfiRICAINES. 
fiusK  Lkbrbt 


Opiul»H  du  Conmiraafr*  d«  Ranee, 

entraInb  t-elle  n£ces- 
T 

-  La  rfclnniatioD  Lebret  bouI^vh  la  qneetioQ  de  savoir  td  aae  fetume  peat  irleiiir  nnc 
natiuuiiiit^  ditf^mnte  de  celie  de  sou  mari,  aon  pas  an  moineat  da  inoriage, — mate 
iioiut  Tarl.  19  Aa  code  civil  francms  eat  funnel,  et  la  plupart  des  l^giBlationa  ila- 
Xilisaeot  Bujourd'hui  avec  lui  que  In  femme  <]ui  fSponae  uii  ^iraugr^r  snit  la  coudilion 
da  BOD  iiiari,^mais  plus  turd,  si  celiil-ci  veuait  &  aciiii6rir  ntio  nationality  DoaTelle 
et  impr6vne  par  la  fomme  lorsqne  ct-Ile-ci  s'eat  eugaji™. 

Hou  honorable  collfigue  est  d'avis  que  cett«  naturalisation  post^rieure  entralae 
fort^ment  celie  de  la  fcniiue,  eta  ue  leaelfetH  on  sont  les  memespour  elle  qae  lomgD'en 
ae  mariaut  vt  eu  connaiBsance  ae  cauae  elle  a  accepts  de  auivre  la  conditiondeioH 

mari.    A  I'appui  de  aa  thfeae  il  paaae  d'aliord  ea  revue  et  compare  i 

EiaowD  dM  M0»-  ceUe  de  France  les  diversea  Ugielatioua  des  Etata-Unis,  de  I'Aoele- 

liiUom di(erBB«.   ^^^^^  ^^  I'ltalie,  de  la  Rnaeie,  de  la  Pmaee  et  de  I'Eepagne.    line 

uie  aemble  pas  que  lea  citatiuns  qii'il  en  fournie  aoient  tontes  ^galement  concloaates. 

La  loi  russe  dfelare  il  est  vrai  la  naturalisation  forcAe ;  mail  la  lai 
S'l""^''  auglaiee  est  aiobiKtle  ;  le  toite  dea  lois  prnsaieune  et  eapagnole,  cum- 

de'p™»'^"'  ™*  celui  du  code  fraufaia,  ne  a'appliqne  clairament  qn'i  la  oondition 

d'Eipagae,  du  niari  au  monjent  du  mariage ;  aeule  la  lot  d'ltalie  aborde  la  diffi- 

cult£  niniH  ne  la  tranche  qa'h  maiti6  et  contre  I'ttpinion  de  men  col- 
IKgne,  lorequ'elle  dit  r  Coiiice  civile,  Lib.  I,  Tit.  I,  Artie.  11,  "la  fenune  et  lesen^ta 

mineura  de  celul  qui  a  perdu  la  natiooaht^  (italienne)  deTienaent 
4'Italie.     ,  ^traugera  ik  moiUB  qu'ila  ii'aient  continue  &  r6Hiderdans  1e  RoyaDmc" 

Qu'il  a'agisae  de  la  perte  de  la  nationality  au  moment  du  niariage  ou  poat^rienrenieDt 
an  mariage  la  femme  et  lea  enfaDta  italiena,  ne  sent  done  pas  forcfmeut  natnialisfa  i 
la  snite  du  pfere;  ils peuvent  £vit«r  del'fitre  eu  oontinuaut  k  r£aider  en  Italie;  mail 
nomine  d'autru  |iait  fe  Code  italien  ainai  que  toua  les  antres  impose  &  la  remme  I'obli- 
gatiou  de  r^siiler  avec  sou  man,  )1  g'eusuit  que  la  s£i>aration  de  nationality  ne  doit 

fiouvoir  s'^talilir  qu'avec  le  consont«ment  de  ce  dernier,  et  que  o'est  aeulement  dm 
aciUtri  qn'oQ  a  entendu  manager  dana  la  pratique  auxnombreuseafamilleaitBUeDDH 
qui  toigrent  &  I'^tranger. 

Quant  it  la  loi  emgricatne  elle  foumit  des  argnmentadaiia  teadeai 
Loi     uuSiicaiDa.    seus. 

M.  le  jnge  Aldis  nous  dit ;  "  The  United  States  has  no  law  upon 

le  subject  uf  American  women  who  marry  foreigners,  and  doea  not 

Ly  they  shall  or  eball  not  follow  the  nationality  of  their  fanabaDds." 

Dials  si  BUr  co  point  comme  Bur  heanconp  d'autres  il  u'y  a  pas  de  loi 

ticrlte  aux  Stata-IJuiB,  la  coiitume  y  consacre,  plus  que  partout  allleura,  cela  eat  no- 

toire,  le  principe  de  I'indiipcndance  et  des  droits  personnels  de  la  femme ;  non  Mule- 

ment  il  ;  eat  admis  que  la  femme  am^ricaine,  eu  contractaot  nu- 

Crmncb'a  Cirenlt   riage  tie  peril  pas  sa  nationalitiS  am6ricame,^matH  encore  le  droit  da 

Coort  Eepoits,    Be  nattirafiaer  de  son  propre  chef  et  sana  le  consentement  dr         '' 


Uhmme. 


w™^."a    Hfp..    Iuia«l6recouaoenplu9 

XVI,  p.  en.         December,  IBeii;   Mariaune  Plu; 
I'rieBts  VI.  Gummings.) 

AusnrplUB,  la  loi  ou  la  contume  aui6ricaine  utile  A,  consul ter  pDUTl'^todndelaqaea- 
tlou  ne  saurait  pan  pins  que  relies  d'Augleterre,  d'ltalie  ou  de  I*rus8e  faire  autoril^  poor 
la  rfisoudre,  et  Je  lui  deniando  la  permission  de  la  romarquer  eu  passant^  o'est  I'errenr 
capttale  deninn  honorable  coll^guede  pr^leodreen  faire  d^peudre  la  d6ctaion  que  noM 
somnies  appe16s  i  rondre  anjourd'liui.  Continuant  k  chercher  sea  gireuvea  dani  la 
legislation  aiu4ricaine,  il  iuvoque  la  loi  qui  riigle  la  naturalisation  et  an  nom  du  prin- 
cipe incontestable  que  rbaque  etat  a  le  droit  de  l^gif^rer  souverainement  chei  lui  tt 
de  ddterminer  lee  couditioiia  eu  vertu  dcgquellOB  on  y  aoquiert  la  nationality,  il  en 
cnnclut  que  du  moment  oh  cette  loi  d^lare  que  la  femme  de  I'^tranger  nalnrali*^ 
am^ricain  devieut  amfricaino  la  dSciaion  est  hnalo,  et  qn'auoun  QonvemeraenC  ii'a 
rien  i  y  voir.  Coat  rtisondro  la  question  par  la  question.  Un  6ta,t  ne  pent  Upticet 
que  Hur  les  personnes  qui  lui  appartieunent  et  qii'fi  partir  dn  moment  ott  elles  Im  ap- 


Gi.>oi^[c 
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partleuneDt ;  or,  nona  iioun  tinuvonB  id  en  prfHcnco  d'liu  ivBsnrt.iwflnt  franfftla  qni 
veut  reet^r  frau^ais,  npjHO^s  k  decider  s'il  a  uii  u'a  |>as  ali^D^  la  quality  d«  A'aD^ais. 
n  fsat  ilonc  connallro  nvant  lout  ce  qne  peuse  de  liii  ta  liii  fraiif  alae. 
C'eet  k  U  loi  et  k  la  justice  fraa;»iHe  soiilea  quo  liuila  drvoiiH  noua  t'*  )•>>  fnnoidu 
adresier  poor  aavoirw  nne  fniavi'i'*^!  bI  ladauie  Lubret,  a  a.1i6n6  ou  ™n„'^a  »t»ttit 
conMrTJIfs  droits  de  aa  nation  nlil£  il'orisluu.  livrsoDuel     d'an 

Le  codp  Kapoldoii  est  uiuct  k  cet  (gara,  ot  la  qncstlnu  cft  contro-     rnwrtltMontrraD' 
ven<^.    Daos  ropiniundeJuriscoiiaiiTt^s^iDineiitB,  I'art.  l^u'applique     fxi'- 
«eolFniBut&  la  "condition"  dii  mnri  conniie  lore  rln  inariage;  il  ae  l*<>   Cnni^aSsf  pu 
vise  pwles  changeniputa  que  cutte  coudiliiin  pourrait  aiibir  pat  suite     FJ?!ut™'""''" 
desdilerminatiouB  posKSrii-iirusdu  mari,  Bt  que  la  frmnie^toit  dans  ^^        ^ 
riniposaibilit6  de  prtfvoic  lowqu'elle  a  i1udii£  son  cousentenieiil  au     travp'™^'— iih«-' 
njanage;  ils  soullennKUt  que  ta  oationalit£  eat  perHonu rile  ot  nepcut    odssinptCseDoe. 
JUHcbang^  que  par  nnactu  ile  la  voliiutfiliHrBunDcltederuu  cuuiQie 
it  I'autTu  ^noui ;  r^pondaut  eufin  il  I'olijcclini]  tinSe  de  la  Bitiiattou  annnnale  qii'une 
B^paratioa  de  natiouaIil£  cr^rait  dans  ta  fainille,  jIb  aHHtiuileut  cetlebituationacelle 
cr^^  par  la  difference  du  reliifion,  par  ta  R^paratiou  de  bietiH. 

La  conr  im|i^riale  de  Douai  B'est  prouoncde  daue  ce  bgiis  dons  I'alTiiire  Haugl,  C. 
Uiuiil,  3aoQt  1858: 

"AttcDdoeu  droit  qne si  anxtemiesdol'art.  19  iln  codcNapoltionlafenime  francaiM 
perd  cette  quality  et  unit  la  condition  de  bod  mari  uu  £i>oiiHaiit  un  stranger  paroe 
qaVUe  renoDcealom  voloiitaiKUCDt  Jt  sa  uatiunalit^,  il  un  est  autrfment  lorequoaon 
arariacqaiert  aa  natOTalisation  cu  paya  stranger;  qun  dana  ce  cua  l'6pnuae  fransaiae 
nnuerve  la  ana1it<S  doni  to  fail  personnel  de  bou  niari  n'a  po  la  privor:"  •  »  ■ 
Mais  plus  loin,  ponrHUivaiit  aeBcoDHidiSraiirB,  lai-ouTaJouto:  "Attcndaqoelafemnie 
lUuei,  nie  en  France  do  paruute  frantaia,  u'a  jauiaiH  ctaiMS  d'habiter  In  France  et  d'y 
rtiidw,"  •  •  •  iiutiDctiun  iwportuuio  i  jioter  etqni  aeroblerait  inipliqaerla  con- 
dition cil^e  plus  liant  du  code  italien. 

Lea  uartiaana  de  I'uuil^  de  nationality  all^gnent  le  vioai  principe  ijni  fait  dn  mari 
Ucbef  et !«  reprjaeutant  unique  de  la  familld,  I'obtigation  dn  domicile  cnmninn  iin- 
poUe  i  la  feraina,  lea  inuonvfinvenB  quo  pr<!*enteriiit  au  point  de  vne  de  la  bouue  har- 
izH)Die«ntre  lee  6paux,  de  I'^ducatiou  et  de  I'avenir  dea  enfanta  une  situation  auasi 
Jtraoge  que  eelle  d'un  p^re  et  d'aue  lui^re  apparteuaut  i^  deni  natioualil&i  diQ'tirenteB 
penlttre  un  jonr  en  guerre  et  enncmies,  etc.;  ils  ont  eni  anaai  des  aireiaen  leor  fa- 
vcar;(BiT£t  de  la  chambre  des  lequfites  du  14  avril  l(jld  Acrftt  <te  la  courdo  Meti 
in  £  aofit  1^6.  ^ 

On  pent  choialr  eotre  les  deux  tb^oriua  et  comme  ou  le  voit,  la  loi  francaise  laiase 
en  doute  le  point  de  droit  et  ne  r&iout  paa  plus  la  difficult^  que  la  loi  auiSricaina. 

De  toutea  ces  l^f;i^lAtions  6galement  incertainea  peot-on  tirer  une  p„  ^^  ^^^j,  \„i„, 
doctrine  In t«raatiuuala  t  Svideuimeut  dou,  et  je  m'dloune,  je  I'avoue,        nillonale. 
de  voir  men  lionorable  collogue  recherclier  la  loi  pubtique  l&oil  it  Laqnestloa  na 
D'eiiste  poa  de  loii  particuli^res.  pcntetn  rtaoln* 

La  question  6tant  insoluble  en  droit,  c'est  done  "en  fqnlt^"  que     qu'ea  "Aqnltd," 
Mas  devooa  la  d6cider  et  d'aprta  les  airconstancea  de  fait. 
Or,  quollBS  tout  Cf«  circouHtancea  1 

La  feiDQie  Lebret.  d'apr^s  I'acte  de  naiBBance  qui  flgnre  an  doaaier, 
e«lD6e  le  2f>  mars  1809.  i  Atzey,  d^partenient  du  Mout-Tounene,  pror-  Fan*, 

iucea  Rbfoanea,  qui  faiaait  alora  partie  de  I'Euipire  fran^ais. 

Ells  t^t  Tenue  ana  Btata-Uuis  it  nne  ^poque  ind^termin^e  ;  ant^rieuremont  k  1841 
etle  itait  6tablie  k  Bayon  Sara,  dana  la  I^uiBiaue,  oil  elle  avait  iin  magaain  de  lingerie, 
Le  Vi  avril  1841  elle  ^ponaa,  &  la  Nouvdle-Orl^anB,  Pierre  Lebret,  frantaia,  r&iidant 
^lament  dans  la  Loiiisiaoe.  Pierre  Lebret  pnat^dait  13,000  dollara;  elleaporta  dana 
U  conimonauU  la  valeur  de  sou  maRasiii,  plus  nue  aomuie  i)e  1,300  dollars.  iuim£- 
distement  apr^  sou  mariage  elle  aJla  vivre  avec  son  mari  anr  la  paroisse  de  West 
Feliciana,  oil  le  sr.  Lebret  lornia  uue  plantation  au  milieu  dea  bois,  nommte  Fancy 
Faint. 

Qoatre  moia  anparavont,  c'uat-Jt-dire  le  19  dicenbre  1840,  Lebret  avtiit  fait  nne 
premiere  d^laratiou  d'intention  d'adopler  la  natianalitiS  amfricaine.  Donno-t-il 
coanaiasance  k  aa  future  de  cette  dtmsrcbe  ai  importante  pour  I'avenir  dn  ludnage, 
on,  apprihendanl  sea  objections,  lalui  a-t-il  cacble  f  On  ue  la  dit  paa  ;  quoiqD'ileo 
»it,  aprte  trois  aun^B  rivuluM,  la  23  mai  1844  il  compl^la  aa  naturalJBatioD.  II  est 
fflott  en  Itni*  citoyen  aoi^ricain. 

Uadame  Lebret  affirme  qu'elle  n'a  paa  oonseutit,  en  ce  qni  In  concemait,  k  In  nntura- 
'      ■       "  ri ;  qu'elle  a  toujours  protests  deaon  intention  de  roster  IVan^sa  et 


°ai  dc  tons  lee  moyens  en  son  pouvoir  ponr  couaerver  aa  nationality  d'origiue  ;  &  c  . 
cSet,  le  32  octobre  18U2,  elle  s'eat  fait  delivrsr  par  le  Vioe-Conaul  da  France  k  BAton 
Bonge,  citoyeu  ninjrioain  pen  an  courant  des  reglemenia  oiiuaulaires  franfais,  nn  oec< 


Bonge,  citoyeu  ninjrioain  pen 
tiBcat  Mnatataut  qn'elle  «tait 


it  qn'elle  «tait  "nfie  k  Metz,  d^partement  de  la  Moselle,"  et  qn'en  

qaslitd  de  francaise  elle  avait  droit  k  la  protection  du  QonTetnenient  ftaogaia.     Co 
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ewrtifloftt  est  incorrect  et  incomplet.  Od  vnlt  qne  I'agent  consalalre  le  toi  ■  dOirrl 
■ar  Bk  simple  il^laration  et  snus  qii'elle  luL  nit  moDti-d  aon  doM  da  ntiiBUaoe.  Ella 
craig^ilt  estiN  doute,  ft  tort  d'ai  Ileum,  i|iie  Is  conBtalatliin  de  u  nniitUDm  bbf  an  teni- 
toire  n'appartenBnt  pliin  ft  la  Frunce  ne  fit  qnelqne  difflcuUf  ft  la  ddlivraace  dn  Mtti- 
ficat,  qui  au  Hnrphia  iie  proiive  Hvn,  n)  pour  iii  contre  la  nalioDalitd. 

I>b2:I  Janvier  1872,  pour  M  cniiforaier  anx  •tlpalntiuns  do  traiU  eutre  la  FraOM  et 
I'AIlemBgTie,  la  damo  Lebret  opt  a  en  favour  do  la  natioualltd  fraufalse  au  Comulatde 
France  ft  la  Noavelle-OrlAaiiit. 

Cet  eipoH6  dee  faite  doniie  lipu  ft  plus  d'line  obBcrration. 

La  remme  liebret  a-t  elle  bi<<u  iKnorJ  au  mnmetit  de  Hon  tnariaEe  lee  pntjf^ta  de  MD 
Altar  tnnri  t  Admettons  que  crlni-ci  lea  Ini  ait  d'abord  cncbfo ;  la  naturalisalioti  ac- 
eotuplie,  elle  Va  cerlafnemeut  cooouc;  c'^tait  aprti  trois  bds  de  Qiariag«,  loreque  la 
disposition  anx  coDctaaiona  miitaellea  daiia  nn  Jeune  lujnage  commenoo  ft  a'alDortir; 
la<16convrrte  d'aiUerira  d'avoir  £t 6  trample  n'dlait  paa  denature  ft  la  prMispoatr  ft  la 
rondesceudance ;  I'acte  de  1844  liii  ronmiRauit  I'occasion  de  manifeater  et  de  fbrmuler 
aon  opposition.  Elle  I'a  fait,  dit  elle,  et  a'eat  exprlniAe  fortement  ft  oe  ■njft  en  pla- 
alenrstirconstancea;  niBlB  de  ainiplra  piopiin,  desobjiirgationapilnjiigales  rappelAaa  SD 
bout  de  Ircnie  Bnu£ra  ne  Bont  paa  niiepreuve;  Da  ne  peut  admellre  cflmlne  pkdtb 
qo'une  driniarvbe  lA^ale,  nne  protestation  en  forme ;  cette  pmleatation  la  femine  Lebiet 
puuTtit  lafairc,  aoit  devant  I'Bulorilri  ani^riraiue,  aoit  an  conNUlaf  de  Fraace;  oroe 
ti'eatqn'au  bout  del8aiiBqu'elle8'pnRviai«,ladeuxiiiniP.anDii'de  la  guerre  civile,  loraqna 
lea  tronpes  fridjralea  repiennent  poracaaion  d>*la  Ixiuiaiaue,  que  la  plautotion  de  Fauc; 
Point  eat  menacfe  et  que  la  natinn:ilit6  aniiricaioe  de  son  niari,pent-«tre  arsopiniona 
SDditea  peuvent  lui  procurer dea  d&uigrfmeuia.^  Ct^tte  revendicntiou  de  la naiionalit^ 
franfaiae  eat  an  pen  tardive.  Je  ne  meiitionno  que  pour  mdmoire  I'acte  d'aptioode 
1873;  il  uVat  que  la  couH^qiietice  ilo  la  positioD  priue  en  lct62,  o'eat  le  caractf re  da 
I'acte  de  lesi  qu'il  iniporte  Burtotit  d'appr^cier ;  or  cet  acte  ne  me  setoble  pas  ajrieai, 
pas  pina  dana  la  forme  qu'aii  fond.  Je  n'j  vois  i^n'un  expedient.  II  eat  tnip  elair 
qu'on  a  awea  volontiera,  ainon  voluntaitement,  siibila  natioua1it<RniJrtcaiue  taut  qua 
celle-ci  a  iti  profltablo  et  qu'etle  pr&tentMJt  dea  avnntaKi'a,  et  qu'on  n'eet  sonvrnn  da 
lanatioDHlild  fraacaiae  unii|acmcnt  loraqne  la iinturHliaatioa  aotfricainBa  anient  de* 
inconv^niente,  et  qu'on  iuvoque  cntteuatioaalitiftiienle  Gu  de  protjgerlemarisiuiri- 
cain  et  lea  biens  de  la  i^omnmnautt. 

Je  ne  voDdrais  pas  toucher  ft  la  qnestion  de  I'esprit  deretonr.  Le  Code  Civil  tno- 
{ois  accorde  nue  ti&i  large  niarge  ft  I'esprit  de  reloar.  Tl  fikut  cependant  bion  Inf 
tracer  une  limit«  (]uelconqii«  auua  peine  de  declarer  veinea  lea  dispoaicionade  I'art. 
17,ni&isoVBt  un  point,  o'eu  dliplaiao  i^ncore  A  uion  honorable  coll^gue,  que  lea  eourefrsO' 
Caiaes  eenlea  out  quality  punr  dflinir ;  anaai  tont  en  riSservaut  expreaiidmentli'nr com- 
petence et  aana  que  cola  puiaae  tiier  ft  cuneequenre  me  burnerai-je  ft  reuiarqner  qne 
la  revendicaliun  de  la  nati«nnlil6  franfaiae  pnr  la  funime  Lebret.  ne  paralt  nolle  part 
accompB};n£e  d'ancune  iiiauifiataliun  d'inicution  do  rontrer  cu  Frnuco  ni  avant  18T9, 
nidepuia  celte  ^poque  oti  la  murt  de  son  mari  I'a  Kodaellbre.  II  f  a  1ft  nnfait  dout 
il  fnul,  an  nioina  niuralenitnt,  teuir  compte. 

Dana  I'all'aire  qui  noua  est  annmise,  la  point  de  droit  me  semble  impnaaible  ft  jralilir. 
Leaiegialutionaeimng^reSiitaiif  celled'Italie,  fonmiBsentpeudereuaeigiiementaatilea; 
la  I^KiHlation  anifricaiue  ae  conti-edlt  i  la  pretention  de  mon  collbgue  de  decider  uni- 
qneuient  d'apr^a  cellc-ci  du  atatut  personnel  d'na  reasortiaaaiit  ft-an^aiB  eat  complite- 
Dient  inadmiaslble;  quant  ft  1»  Ini  frautaiao,  qui  aeulo  aerait  deciatvi\  ello  ne  ae  pro- 
nonce  paa;  par  suite  do  I'iuauniHance  des  le^lalatlona  particuli&rea,  il  n'y  a  paads 
r^gle  iuteruatiouale.  C'oatpnarquoi,  laiaaant  de  iMi  ladfscusaiou  theorintieet  1e  point 
de  vue  ll<j;al  ooutroverpe,  Ju  neiToia  paa  qu'on  paisaujiiKer  autrement  qu'uu  "equity," 
et  uiiiqueuient  d'aprfea  les  circonalancca  de  fait.  Or,  il  me  paralt  inUuiment  pmbslile 
<|ne  la  fi'mme  Lebret,  en  ep'UHant  mm  mnrl,  a  conun  son  Intention  de  so  faire  nalnra- 
liBoramericain;  dans  tons  lea  cus,  elta  a  benetlcie  diirant  de  lonxuee  auueea  do  cetE« 
natnraliKaiion;  lea  intei^ts  pour  leatiuels  elle  reclame  aujonrd'liui  on  aoutle fruit; 
tont  en  invoipiaut  la  protection  de  la  France  pour  ces  lureieta  foncl^rement  ameri- 
caina,  elle  n'a  nianlfeace  uiicunu  diapoHitiou  ft  ae  rattacber  d'une  manibre  effective  ft  la 
in6re  patrie,  que  depuis  40  ans  elle  no  I'a  aervie  en  aucune  nianiiru,  ni  en  lut  fnnr- 
nisaant  den  cito.rena  an  caa  oil  ellii  a  eu  dea  enfants,  nl  en  coutribnant  ft  sea  tnipftts. 
'      e  ]a  declare  pan  denatlunaliHec,  Je  n'en  aiirnia  d'ailleara  paa  le  droit,  niata  je  ne 


oonaidAre  paa  la  France  conimu  teuue  deprote^er  indeSniment  une  uatioualiteansai 
platriinique,  sije  puis  iu'expriiiier<1e  1»  snrto,ni  d'et)Kn|;er  sou  action  en  favour  de  trts 
reaaortiaaauta  et  ue  tela  iuMtAts.    En  couiequence,  J'ecatte  la  reclamation  de  ta  dame 
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TMr  opinion  of  tht  Uniltd  Slalf  C<n«»t».«i«'i.r,  Uag  *>,  \Hfii. 
THE  FACTU. 

1.  eiise  Lebrct  wax  born  at  Mclz  21lli  Miiicli,  l'=l)9. 

2.  She  vaa  iiiHiried  tn  rierru  Lebrot  at  Ndw  Orlraiis,  La.,  April  l:t,  l.'^-ll. 

3.  It  does  not  aprioar  wlii'u  nbo  came  to  Auicrica,  lmti>lii>  nan  suttli."!  nl  B^.Ton  Sara, 
L>.,  mill  biul  a  miliiiier'H  Hliop  tlii'ru  Utforc  she  vast  niariii'il — lirriirc  April.  1^1. 

t.  FiriTR  Lclirct  canio  to  America  al  least  at  rarl.v  a'  1837,  as  liii  took  bis  iimt  step 
ofaalnralizaiioii  ou  the  19lli  tiny  of  December,  l!HO;  tbat  ia,  declared  bia  iutentiou 
to  become  a  cllizeu  of  the  Uuit<'(l  Slates  (nee  p.  i)4  };  and  he  muaC  havo  been  three 
j«juv  in  the  country  bel'ora  be  eonUI  take  tbut  first  sU'p. 

0.  lie  declBre<l  bia  inlention  to  becuitie  a  citiien  of  the  United  States  in  "open 
court"  at  Wett  Felicinna  Iltlh  Deceiiibrr,  1S40,  and  took  tbe  second  step  petfecciug 
hia  ^itnraliMition  on  the  ^.lil  May,  IcM4. 

It  thns  appears  that  be  made  hln  doclaration  of  hU  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of 
tlie  United  bt at i>s  December  19,  1840.  four  mo«ih»  ir^orrAii  marriage  to  Ibe  memorialist 
on  Ike  13lh  April,  lt<4l.  She  doublIes«  kn«w  that  lie  had  made  xiich  de«;larntion  of 
intfntion  when  «Le  niHrrletl  bim,  and  ber  statenicut  in  her  amended  incmorial  (p.  7) 
that  ■'  irben  she  luarrrird  bim'  he  bad  never  taken  any  steps  to  naturalize  "  is  sbown 
bj  the  rcuord  to  be  mitrni*. 

6.  PierrB  Labret  died  M^ty  15,  ie:a.     {P.  3i.) 

7.  from  Ibe  time  they  came  to  Ameilca  (betn-eou  lri37  and  1840)  np  to  the  pres- 
ent timB(lli-fii)  they  bavo  for  forty-live  yean  reiiidert  in  America;  have  never  returned 
(DPraDceor  shown  any  intention  to  retnrn  there;  have  buugtit  audowued  twoplan- 
taliouB,  viz;  Fancy  Point  of  500  ourca  of  improved  laud  (pp.  :i;l,  34,  li-J),  and  Mulberry 
Hill,  tiro  or  three  miles  from  I'orC  Hudson  (p.  ri5),  and  kept  the  lariiest  ivood-yard  on 
the  Mississippi  Biver  (p.  55).  Since  tlie  death  of  Pierri>  Lcbret,  about  three  years  ago, 
(he  has  contliined  to  live  in  America,  and  haa  not  expressed  any  intention  of  retQni- 
iDjc  to  France. 

t).  That  memorialist  claims  that  she  objected  to  Lebret's  (fettin^  natnralized,  and 
lo)(J  him  sbe  would  remain  Freuch.  On  the  ».5lh  Oulober,  16ti2,  she  claimed  to  be  a 
French  citlzea  before  tbo  French  vice-consul  at  Baton  liuuge,  and  ou  the  )tlil  January, 
L^  the  so  claimed  again  before  the  French  consul  at  New  Orleans. 

EMm  Lebret  claims  that  she  is  a  French  citizen.  If  upon  these  facts  she  is  not  a 
Frrnch  citizen  ve  most  dismiss  her  claim. 

The  United  SUtes counsel  claims: 

1.  That  as  she  was  married  and  haa  resided  in  the  United  Stat«B  since  1R41,  and  sa 
ber  hasband  became  a  natnralized  citizen  of  the  United  States  In  ld44  (thongh  after 
ruarriaee),  and  so  remained  till  his  death,  in  ldT9,  sbe  by  operation  of  the  United 
Stales  Taw  liecame  a  naturalized  citizen  of  the  United  States,  although  she  did  not 
cuDseDt  to  ber  hiisband's  naturalization,  and  always  objected  to  becoming  herself  an 
Atumcan  citizen ;  and  that  bavine  thus  Iwcome  by  naturalization  an  American  cili- 
len  she  thereby  lost  her  French  citizenship  pursuant  to  tbe  ITth  article  of  the  civil 
code  of  France, 

This  raises  the  qnestion,  the  husband  nnd  wife  being  French  by  birth,  but  marrj- 
■Dg  and  ever  after  living  in  the  Uniti'd  States,  nnd  huaficr  marriage  and  williont  her 
eonsant  becoming  naturalized  in  the  United  States,  Is  tbe  express  law  of  the  United 
Slated,  whlcli  makes  her  citizeuKhip  follow  thnt  of  ber  husband,  though  without  ber 
conHcnt,  valid  by  intemalloufll  law  f 

'fi.  He  fnnber  claims  that  if,  under  such  circnmBf  onrca,  she  ia  nn  Ammran  citizen 
by  United  Slates  law  and  a  French  citir^n  by  French  law,  then,  by  public  law,  she 
is  a  citizen  of  tbe  country  where  bIic  pennancntly  rri-idcH,  und  the  law  of  citizcnsfaip 
of  that  country  is  paramount,  nnd  detemiineN  her  ciiizenRbip  so  Ions  aeshe  continues 
to  reside  in  it;  and  therefore  this  tribunal  innst  hold  her  to  be  an  Amoncan  citixen. 

3.  That,  upon  the  fncts  apjieariug  of  record,  die  is  nnt  in  equity  and  Justice  entitled 
to  be  re^arilrd  as  a  Freneheitizen,  or  as  having  any  right  to  demand  the  intervention 
of  the  French  Government  on  her  behalf. 

.vielltorifertoM 
(idiiiH  bfaiiltptn  Ibei 
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I. 

It  is  the  Hffbt  of  everj  nation  to  preacribe  bj  law  the  terms  aud  condKiuna  npon 
whicb,  and  uie  rules  aud  forms  of  proceeding  through  wliich  foreiipiers  may  beeoma 
its  citisena.  Thrse  are  the  laws  uf  DatiiralizatioD.  It  ia  eaaential  to  the  independ- 
ence and  eovereigntj  of  a  statu  thut  its  right  to  determine  tor  iraelf  how  foreijtnera 
may  become  ilscitiKeuH  shall  be  hel<l  sacred,  and  shall  not  be  questioned  by  any  other 
■tate.  In  niallem  of  naturalizaUou  do  state  can  dictate  to  another  any  law,  or  any 
special  mode  of  proceeding  to  become  naturalized,  or  interfere  with  the  Ian  ■  or  meth- 
ods adopted  by  another,  or  question  the  vulidity  or  modify  the  effecU  of  the  eierciaa 
of  those  sovereign  powers  by  another  state. 

This  isfseltleirpiililic  law. 

I  will  uite  the  laoguage  of  a  few  writers  whicb  bear  directly  upon  the  qaeatioa  ba- 
f  ore  ns. 

In  Wheaton'e  International  Law  (Dana's  8tb  edition),  143,  in  Dot«  $  BS,  I  find  the 
doctrine  on  this  point  stated  in  iheee  words: 

"Every  nation  has  the  right  to  give  the  complete  cbaracCer  of  a  citizen  to  an  aliui 
vithoul  eonialling  themah  olthettatt  of  hit  birth." 

Halleckou  International  Law  (p.  1^,  $  4)aHys: 

"It  ia  a  universally  concrded  dnctiiue  of  international  law  that  every  independsnt 
aCate  poeeessca  exclusive  suven-ignty,  and  ita  laws  bind  all  nenona  witbin  ita  owd 
Jarisdictiun.  It  results  from  thiaview  of  the  quemion  i,\\Ai  no  tonga*  IhemabiTatitrd  dt- 
t»m  TtmaiBt  vithin  tki  Urritorti  and  Juriidklion  of  hit  adopUd  country,  or  iciMiii  th§ 
JMritdiclion  of  any  oihtr  ttalt  Itan  that  trhkk  tiahaf  hit  primitive  aliagianet,  berelaina 
the  national  character  conferred  upon  him  by  naturaliiatlon." 

Uoree  on  CitizenMiii;  (p,  J(i,  i  4ti,  and  p.  00 )  : 

"The  rule  of  public  intemntimial  law  is  that  naturalisation  is,  by  the  cominon  con- 
sent or  practice  uf  civilised  iiiitionii,  committed  in  ita  entirety  to  the  control  and  juris- 
dictiou  of  the  countrj'  of  ailiiptiuu,  and  that  the  conntrj/  of  origin  hat  ao  nnaecliaa 
Kith  it  and  hat  nothing  trhatix-r  to  do  ictth  it." 

In  the  celebrated  case  of  Uuufi'remont-Uibesco  (cited  in  Morse,  pp.  Bri,  89.  9U),  it 
wu  decided  that  "  when  naturalixntion  ia  conferred  upon  a  foreigner  it  is  an  act  of 
■overelcn  authority,  Bnd  no  other  Government  has  the  right  to  discnaa  ita  validity  or 
to  modify  its  eflcrla.  It  is  imiiiaierial  whether  the  natn  rail  nation  is  conferred  by 
pneral  laws  or  by  special  act  of  uaturaKzation;  if  it  be  a  legal  naturalization,  it  ia 
enough.  It  is  the  out  of  the  sovereign  power  of  the  atate,  aud  cannot  be  qaeatioued 
elsewhere. " 

The  rraanna  upon  which  tluH  aettled  rnte  of  InternAtional  law  is  founded  arc  obvi- 
ous. Citizt'nsbip,  in  all  mpublius  aud  coustitulion.il  uionnrchies,  is  the  primary 
eource  of  political  nower.  It  Ih  the  will  of  the  cilinensof  the  state  which  datrruiines 
its  conatitulinii  and  form  of  government.  The  citizens  choose  directly  or  indirectly 
the  president  of  the  republic,  the  emperor  (as  in  the  plebiscites  in  Pranoe),  anil  the 
ffreat;  official  a  of  the  stale.  Citizens  alone  e^se  re  iae  ibis  power.  Aliens  are  never  al- 
lowed to  share  in  these  great  privilcgea.  lienc;  it  is  essential  to  the  inde  penile  nee, 
aovpreif^iity,  and  equalitj^  of  each  attiCe  tbut  it  shall  determine  fur  itself  eiclueivaty, 
and  free  Irom  all  foreigju  inlerfrrence,  who  are  its  citizens  and  who  are  no(. 

Hance  ita  decisions  on  this  subject— ita  lawa— are  binding  on  all  who  reside  in  its 
territory  and  are  sub|ect  toltsjnviadictiou;  and,  in  thlareaiKct,  are  held  binditigand 

1  respected  and  not  disputed  by  other  states.     Such  laws  cio  not  operate  ei""""~'" 

Uy.    The  naturalization  lawa  of  the  United  ""   '       ■         ■        -  '        ■- ■ 
_    ory  of  France  n|K>u  persona  resident  in  Fra: 
mony  with  and  are  recognized  by  French  law. 

Tlie  natnrnliziktiun  lawa  of  France,  like  tbo  civil  code  of  France,  do  not  opent* 
within  the  territory  of  the  United  States  upon  peraons  resilient  in  the  United  titalea, 
except  so  far  aa  thiy  are  in  harmony  with  and  are  recogiiiKod  by  American  lav. 

Each  slate  has  the  right  to  make  its  own  lawn,  acconllnj;  tn  its  own  ideas  of  right 
and  of  public  policy ;  and  within  its  trrritiiry  and  over  all  persons  there  resident  ila 
laws  as  to  citiitenahip  are  anprenio. 

The  United  Statea  has  tlio  riKht  to  enact  a  law  th.il  the  nationality  of  the  vifs 
must  follow  that  of  her  hnabaniT  as  well  aft«r  as  at  the  time  of  marriage  if  it  derma 
•nch  law  wise  and  well  founded  in  public  policy. 

France  bna  tht  tame  right,  and  might  provide  by  law  that  the  nationality  of  the 
wife  should  follow  that  of  her  hiiHliiinil  after  marriage  as  well  as  at  the  time'of  msr- 
riage.  Ilcr  uivll  code  does  not  enact  that  hcrnntiouality  ihhiI  followthnt  of  herbni- 
band  at  the  timr  of  niarriagi-.  Ir  ia  silent  as  tu  whether  her  nationality  ntul  follow 
her  huabund'a  it  he  chnuj-cH  bin  naliuuiility  alWr  niarriage. 
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The  United  Slateii,  in  the  exeraise  of  its  Hovereign  right  to  m&ks  sntib  DBtnralizstion 
l*«H  M  it  deems  best,  has  enacted  that  if  a  man  t^fter  maniagt  becomea  by  uaturaliz** 
tian  an  AmeTican  citizen,  his  wife  theretiy  also  becomes  an  American  citizen  iniAoNt 
ilr  conient  and  vittoal  appli/iiig  for  lelteri  of  naiurali^alion. 

His  naturalization  bv  operation  of  law  ustnralizes  hor. 

The  aUtule  of  the  United  States,  enacted  in  1H&5,  (Sec.  1994,  p.  350  of  the  Rev, 
Stat.,)  is  in  these  wonts:  "  Any  woman  who  ia  now  or  may  beroftfter  be  mairied  to  A 
dlizro  of  the  United  States,  and  who  might  herself  be  lawfully  nutnralized,  shall  be 
dwiDMl  a  cir'zen." 

S«  the  trrmi  of  this  law,  Elise  Lebret,  being  then  (in  IB.'i.'i)  married  to  a  citizen  of 
Urn  Uiiitrd  States  and  residing  iu  the  United  Btates,  became  on  American  citjuen. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  KeHy  ti.  Owen  et  al.  (7  Wallace  Bep., 
p.  496),  decided  that  "  the  terms  '  married '  or  '  who  gball  be  married '  do  jint  refer  to 
Ikt  time  irien  Ihe  ceremony  of  marriage  is  oetebrateil,  but  to  a  Hlnte  of  marriage. 
WbeucTer  a  woman  is  in  a  state  of  marriage  to  a  citizen,  whether  his  citizenship  rx- 
ii-ted  at  the  ]>assage  of  the  act  or  anbsequently,  or  before  or  after  the  marriagr,  the  be- 
etmra,  bg  tial/act,  a  ciliztR  alto.  His  citizenship  confers  qitizenship  upon  her."  "The 
ceuiitraction  which  would  restrict  the  act  to  women  whose  husbands,  at  the  time  of 
niinTiiif;p,  are  citizens,  would  exclude  far  the  greater  number /or  whoie  ben^l  Ihe  act 
wu  Intended.  Iln  object  wae  to  allow  her  eititmhip  to  follow  that  af  htr  hutbandKithoat 
llie  lecrwity  o/any  application  for  nataralizatioH  an  hfr  part." 

This  decision  is  direct  and  final.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  Elise  Lebret  ir  an 
Amcricaq  citizen  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  has  all  the  rights  of  Amcrioau 

This  law  is  binding  on  all  who  are  residents  of  the  territory  and  enbjcct  to  the 
jnriwlicliun  of  the  United  States. 

Foreign  states  are  bonnd  to  respect  it  so  ( 
the  United  States.  TUey  cannot  question  o 
reniilents  of  the  United  States. 

Thi^y  are  bonnd,  both  by  the  principle  of  the  law  and  by  the  mode  of  proceeding  under 
it.  They  have  no  right  to  xay  that  the  law  of  the  Uuiteil  iStatcs  ia  wrong  in  making 
tlie  nationality  of  married  women  follow  that  of  tbeir  husbands  oftKr  marriage  and 
without  their  consent.  Thev  have  no  right  to  say  that  lettara  of  tiaturaliiation  must 
b«  taken  out  by  the  wife  and  that,  marriage  is  not  enough. 

The  cases  referred  («  by  claimant's  counsel  were  decided,  one  (Marianne  Pic)  la 
1306,  the  other  (of  Priest  v.  Cummings,  \6  Wend.,  BIT)  in  lii37,  long  before  the  act  of 
Congress  of  1855  was  enacted.  They  have  no  bearing  upon  the  (|uetition  now  undef 
cauai deration.     The  act  of  ld55  supersedes  the  proceediugs  there  hod. 

The  United  States  statute  stands  upon  the  ground  of  public  policy,  not  on  the  ground 
of  lit  •ri/'e'i  eoxienl.  Whetfaer  she  consents  or  does  not  consent  it  is  all  the  same.  His 
naturalization  after  marriage  malies  her  a  citizen  just  the  same  as  nuturalization  be^ 
fore  marriage.  She  may  ooject  to  his  naturalization  and  protest  ever  so  fumiHlly 
that  she  wiU  not  become  an  American  citizen,  that  she  will  remain  a  French  citizen ; 
it  mslies  no  difference.  The  law,  founded  on  a  wise  public  policy,  reqnircB  her  na- 
tionality to  be  the  same  as  her  hnsband's,  and  she  becomes  by  operation  of  law  au 
American  citizen. 

There  is  reason  for  a  distinction  between  men  and  women  as  to  requiring  tlieircon- 
iKDt  for  becoming  citizens.  Mi  n  exercise  political  powers  and  privileges,  and  cait 
vote  and  hold  oince,  and  are  liable  to  military  service.  Women  have  no  such  powers 
and  liabilities.  B^  naturalization  they  get  little  or  nothing,  for,  by  the  mn<lern  laws 
of  nearly  all  civilized  otates,  women  enjoy  all,  or  nearly  all,  nvil  rights,  wbetber 
naturalized  or  not.  But  to  make  men  eitizena  without  their  consent  might  oblige 
them  to  bear  arms  against  their  native  laud,  though  such  service  would  bo  revolting 
to  their  principles,  seutiments,  and  sympathies-  Neither  the  state  they  live  in  nor 
their  native  stale  would  desire  or  tolerate  such  service. 

The  wisdom  of  snch  a  law  as  to  married  women,  and  even  the  necessity  of  it  for 
Ihe  United  States,  are  apparent. 

1.  There  are  alwnt  six  million  of  foreign-born  persons  in  the  United  States,  aud 

trobably  about  half  a  million  of  foreign-bom  married  women,  whose  husbands  have 
ecnnie  United  Slates  citizens  aflrr  marriage.  To  tn-at  tbeae  married  women  aa 
foreigners  wonid  be  a  great  wrong  to  them.  The  vast  majority  intend  to  follow  the 
iiatinnality  of  their  husbands — to  make  their  home  in  America  and  become  American 
ciliipQs.  They  gladly  consent — not  one  iu  a  thousund  objects — to  following  the  na- 
tionality of  their  husbands.  The  law,  in  presaming  their  consent,  presumes  in  al- 
ninat  all  cases  according  to  the  real  fact.  To  presume  the  contrary  would  be  unjnst 
udsEaiust  thefaot. 
i.  The  intimate  relation,  the  mutnal  aSbction,  the  common  sympathies,  the  family, 
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theedacationof  the  cliildrea  in  altogianca,  fldelit.r,  ntiAIovo  to  the  Gorerament,  tbe 
oommonpecnaiATyiutDreatH,  the  obligation  to  live  with  each  utlieraa  long  asUretasti, 
and  tho  tT.inii utility  and  Uaruiany  of  dooieatic  i\(e,  all  require  th^t  husbanil  %aA  vira 
should boof  the aame  nntiunalicy.  Theaereasona.derivedfrum  tlieiDtimrite  relatianof 
the  hnslinud  and  wiTe,  are  eipn»sed  wltb  i^riMtt  force  and  beaot.yb;  Mr.  Varaubon,  to 
advocatoof  Lyons. aa  cited  byStoicoaco,  p.  S'jO'.  "D.ins4a  mAme  laaisan,  dans  I'liDioa 
la  ]))iu  intinie  qni  pnlsse  exister, npparait,  {louTalnHl  dire,  une  riralirA  denationk 
nation ;  dog  iatrirtts  oppoads  outre  peraonnea  nnics,  des  affuctions  diffdniDte^  des  pa- 
triea  dlvenea,  dea  vieux  enQemiapourdea  paya  peat-6tre  en  guerre,  et  cnlaentre  per- 
aonnee  qni  ant.Jtir6  a'aimer,  ouire  icaqaoUes  tout  eat  coiitmaa  et  qui  ne  dot  vent  jamais 
ae  quitter.  L'nuiiti  de  nationality  dana  la  peraonno  d^a  i^ponx  eat  done  Due  eouditiao 
MSAQtielle  &  I'eKiateuce,  k  t'intimi  td,  et  ft  la  trauquitlit^  du  mSnage." 

These  conaidvraliona  apply  to  all  nationa,  and  do  not  arise  from  the  pocoliar  ail  na- 
tion of  the  United  Staten  as  to  ita  emigrikntA. 

3.  Many  and  aerioiis  dilBcultiea  ccoitld  arise  from  tbe  contrary  doctrine.  If  the  hus- 
band is  American  and  tiiu  wife  fornign,  in  caw  of  war  butweun  their  countries  aha 
would  be  di'enied  to  be  an  enemy,  mi^ht  be  an  obji^ct  of  suspielon,  could  reside  hera 
only  by  periulaaion,  and  might  be  ordered  to  leave  tho  country.  Tbe  familf  aigbt  Im 
brokon  up. 

Dower  is  regulated  by  tbe  lawa  of  the  different  States  and  not 
law.  In  several  of  the  States  aliena  cannot  bold  lauds.  If  the  w 
her  husband  a  citizen,  can  sbelioiddoweroT  the  homestead  T 

If  the  father  be  a  citizen  and  the  inntber  an  alien,  and  there  are  minor  children,  per- 
haps born  abroad,  whose  nationality  do  tbe  children  takeT 

All  these  dangers,  difflciilties,  and  uncertainties  am  at  ouce 
ing  the  gilaia  and  clear  nilo  of  the  United  States,  that  the  u 
always  that  of  tho  hnsband. 

4.  it  is  important  both  for  the  Oovemmente  and  for  citizens  that  there  should  be  a 
plain  rule  by  whichit  can  easily  bo  dotsrmined  who  are  citizens  and  mho  are  not 

Marriage  is  a  fact  eaaily  ascertained  and  rarely  in  doubt  or  dispute.  If  the  rnle  i* 
that  the  wife  is  always  of  tho  nationality  of  her  husband,  then  stales  and  citizenahan 
a  rnle  free  from  doubt.  But  if  the  other  theorv  is  adopted,  that  If  the  husband  after 
marriage  chnnge  his  citizenship  it  does  not  uffect  the  nationality  of  the  wife  nnltM 
she  consontti  to  the  change,  then  hpr  citizenship  twcomes  nnceriain.  If  her  e^Hittt  it 
the  basis  of  this  dftctrine,  certainliraheonght  notto  be  depriveil  of  the  rigbta  and  prit- 
ileji^B  of  the  new  citizensbi])  (which  is  bur  home)  if  lie  dam  coHtmt. 

How  shall  her  consent  be  shown  f 

Thore  is  no  law  in  any^onntry  directing  bow  her  consent  may  be  proved.  Tbera 
is  no  rule  of  international  law  on  tbe  subject. 

May  her  silence,  her  making  do  objection  when  the  husband  ia  natnralized,  be  is- 
garded  as  proof  oi  consent) 

May  verbal  declaration  at  tbat  time  be  beld  as  proof  of  consent  or  disseuti 

That  would. be  a  most  dangerous  kind  of  proof,  easily  manufactured  to  prOTo  eon- 
oent  or  dissent,  as  her  interests  might  require. 

May  long  residence  iu  tbe  country  of  adoption  and  an  establishment  aaM  etpril 
dc  retour  he  deemed  such  proof  I 

Iu  the  absence  of  all  positive  taw  uotfaing  can  be  more  vague  and  indefinite  than 
proof  of  consent.  The  only  ea»y  and  sure  proof  of  consent  would  tw  letters  of  natn- 
ralization  granted  to  her. 

Bnt  in  a  country  where  the  law  ntakeaher  a  citiaen  by  marriage,  and  without  let- 
ters of  naturnlizalion,  such  proof  would  never  exist.  If  application  to  a  court  for 
snch  letters  of  naturalization  should  be  made  l)y  a  married  woman,  the  court  would 
say  we  have  no  Jurisdiction  to  grant  or  to  refuse  such  letter*  to  married  wodmu,' 
their  status  is  determined  by  ciprees  law,  and  it  would  be  a  void  act  for  us  to  grut 
or  to  refuse. 

I  have  adduced  these  reasons  to  show  tbat  the  law  of  the  United  States  stands  upon 
solid  grounds  of  a  teiie  public  poHcs — a  policy  indispensable  to  this  country,  and 
Jnst  to  tbe  emigrants  wfao  come  hero — a  policy  which,  tn  preBumiug  consent  alltr  oa 
well  as  at  tnam'ajTc,  carries  out  tho  true  Intentions  of  the  vast  minority  of  married 

But  this  law  Nianflsnpon  much  higher  grounds  of  right  audpnblio  policy  than  thai 
of  the  wife's  consent,  viz,  the  welfare  of  the  stare  in  secnHug  the  oducatiou  of  lavti- 
liuD  In  fidelity  and  allegiance,  and  in  requiring  such  allegiance  from  all  the  membera 
of  the  family  when  its  head  becomes  a  citizen,  and  the  unity,  harmony,  and  welfaie 
(if  tbe  family,  which  are  best  promoteil  by  unity  of  citizenship. 

III. 


iry  Oth( 


ire  {rood  or  not,  the  right  of  the  Unif«d  Slates  to  adopt 

.  id  auch  mode  of  pnH'eeding  under  them  ua  it  seea  lii 

nestinned  liy  any  other  State  or  tribunal.     This  right  ia  acoorded  (o  It,  at 
'      '      ikte,  l>y  tbe  public  Inn  of  the  world. 
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Kor  e»D  tlie  riprciae  of  this  law  nnil  itti  o()en>tioti  npoii  all  who  rrsiil«  within  terri- 
toty  and  jurist!  ictioii  of  the  Uoired  States  bo  soitppiidod,  inodifli-il.  or  iHl.rffr.d  with 
by  any  other  State  oT  trlbniial.  Thin  ta  fully  shuwa  by  the  writing!'  of  ali  Jtirixtn  to 
b«  tli«  pnblio  law.  It  is  fully  rcrojniizud  nud  was  oDTurood  in  BuiitTi'nmiint-Uibi'aco, 
dliKl  ill  Umto  on  CitiEPiiBhi|i,  pp.  M,  H9,  W. 

If  France  has  the  ri;;bt  to  qii<-Hlloii  and  iiitorf«re  with  the  nattiralizati'in  Ibwh  of 
tlieUnitodStatesandthplroprnitiort  aiHin  person'* rmidi-nt  in  its  turritury,  Ihu  United 
Stall's  has  tho  ssnin  rii^'ht  to  i)iii:ntl«ii  nud  interfere  with  the  taws  of  Fruiice  and  of 
the  ciTil  code  and  their  operation  In  France. 

I^t  me  illnitrati^  Ihix  point. 

Tho  civil  code  of  France  pvovtdea,  $  18;  "An  alien  woman  who  shall  have  mnrrird 
a  Frpuehman  shall  follow  the  cuitUtion  of  bcr  hnsband."  Ilciice,  if  an  AniPTii;an 
woman  marries  a  Frcnfilimnn  she  bPwitnes  French.  It  la  not  recoasfiry  for  her  to  take 
nut  letters  of  nalnmllmtiim.  6be  liccomeit  French  by  mnrriaRn.  The  code  says  noth- 
ing about  ker  rontriii.  l)y  Fn-ncb  iHvr,  Hsheld  by  some  wrltera  and  conrts.hpr  oon- 
Bi'nt  is  prcsiitnod.  Even  (f  in  fact  she  docs  not  content,  but  prutests  miiHt  xoleuinly 
tbst  she  will  not  become  Frt'ncli  but  will  remain  Anierienn,  her  pcolciit  is  of  no  avail. 
fitciiccMO  (p.  :i2.'>,  sec.  iv)  nays;  "C'est  duiio  en  vain  qne  la  feninie  £trnn};i)ro  qui 
^SpnuN  iin  FrsncaisD  d'clarerait  vonlnir  conserver  sa  uatioiialit6  (l*»ri};inn.  Cetto 
rflrt  du  mariaKc  m  pnxluit  nou  obulant  Innte  Htlpnlatlon  euiitrairo  do  H  part  do  1> 
fcitiiredpnine,"  &c.  She  is  presnnied  to  consent  though  she  refUHoa  to  con  Hunt,  and 
beremes  French. 

The  nnit«d  States  has  no  law  npon  the  subji'Ct  of  American  women  who  marry  for- 
f  i^rrs,  and  does  not  say  that  tbcy  shall  or  shall  not  follow  the  nationality  of  their 
iiaiibiuds. 

Let  us  snppose  now  thot  In  the  case  nf  an  American  woman  who  has  married  a 
Frenchman  and  resides  in  France,  the  Uniteil  States  Bbimld  say  that  the  law  of  tho 
French  code  is  unreasonable ;  that  eho  cniinot  become  French  iiulefs  her  cons>-nt  is 
ihovrniad  that  ought  not  to  be  prrtumei',  but  should  positively  nptiRur  from  letlentof 
natntaliialion  appliwl  for  and  issneil  to  her.  What  answer  would  France  give  to  such 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  United  States! 

She  would  say,  "  France  enacts  its  own  laws  of  naturalization  to  suit  itself,  and 
they  bind  all  who  Kvido  in  France.  You  have  no  riRlit  to  question  Iheni  or  to  inter- 
fire  with  their  operatioD  upon  porsous  A-ho  reside  in  France  and  who  by  their  opera- 
tions are  French  citizens.  Vonsay  the  consent  of  the  American  wife  to  become  Frouch 
onj;ht  not  to  be  pn-Jiinied.  and  that  she  sbunld  l>e  held  to  remain  Ampriean  until  sha 
applies  for  and  obtains  letters  of  naturalization.  That  is  a  matter  for  France  to  settle 
eielntively.  France  will  not  permit  you  or  any  foreicn  stale  to  interfere  in  the  mat- 
ter, so  toag  as  the  wife  remains  on  French  soil  and  is  a  French  citizen  by  French  law." 

Such  an  answer  would  be  niistained  by  pnblio  law.    It  is  the  exact  a 

United  SUtes  ^ves  to  France  in  this  case  of  Elite  Lebrel. 

IV. 

TWO  OBJKCTIOHa   ARK   MADIS   TO   THK  AMBIUCAN    LAW. 

1.  The  woman  cannot  be  made  an  American  citizen  without  her  ci 
pMblie  taK  her  consent  is  necessary  to  her  naturalization. 

2.  That  couaent  cau  be  shown  only  by  her  applying  for  and  taking  letters  of  oat' 
Dralization. 

Tim  PUBLIC  LAW. 

1  will  now  proceed  tr<  show  that  by  public  law,  by  the  practice  of  nearly  all  civil- 
ized states,  the  consent  of  the  wife  is  not  ucccsaary  for  bcr  naturalization,  but  that 
i/ltr  ititbond  after  marriage  ckangr*  hli  natiowalily  the  wi/^t  vatlovaliig  Jolioin  All, 
rle'fjr  irre»p«Hre  of  her  canttvl. 

The  highest  source  and  proof  of  public  law  Is  (he  practice  nf  civilized  states  in 
Europe  and  America.  If  these  exerciiw  the  power  In  qncst  ion,  and  by  their  laws  enact 
Ibat  the  wife's  nationality  after  niarriafje  ninst  follow  the  husband's,  whether  she 
cenMDts  or  not,  Ikal  U  canelatire  pronfaf  thepHbiie  law  on  this  snlijeot ;  and  the  argu- 
ments a<id  spec  Illations  of  Jurists  and  law  writers  are  of  small  acconnt. 

(I)  The  UnUed  States  of  JnierJca.—Sueh  is  its  law.    Nothing  more  need  Iiesaid. 

(a)  Grwil  Britais.— Bv  Ihn  act  of  Purlianient  of  Muy  Vi,  1S70  (For.  Kel.,  IriW,  p. 
13r.3,  sec.  10),  it  is  enacted  that— 

"A  married  woman  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  enbject  of  the  fttate  of  which  her  hus- 
band is  forthe  time  being  a  subject."  There  i«  no  ambiguity  in  these  wordi.  They 
plainly  show  that  her  nationality  follows  her  husband,  whether  she  conHi'nfs  or  not. 

This  law  wa.1  adopted  after  a  moit  thDronghnnd  pni found  examination  of  thesnb- 
Ject  by  »  eomuiisitinn  apiKiinted  by  the  Queen,  and  npon  itr<  riiconnneiidation.    Tha 
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land  upon  piiblio  law, ,  -. 

Pslmer,  and  Vernon  Uarconrt.     (For.  Re\.,  1873, p.  124:2.) 

It  iwema  abanrd  to  nay  that  aiich  sreat  jurists  wonlil  recommend  tji  ParltuniDt  the 
adoption  of  a  statute  \a  couflict  wtth  public  law  and  therefore  not  valid. 

The  law  Is  the  same  as  the  law  of  llie  Tnited  States. 

Tbo  report  of  this  coiiiiiiiM>iouaud  theactof  Parlianii'ut  adopting  it,  I  deem^tbemMt 
recent  and  the  bi^Le^t  anlhority  on  this  question  ol'  international  law.  But  bcfOK 
thistime  Mr.  Pbillimora  (vol.  l,p-  ^^>0)  >ia(I  adopted  tbesame  view  cif  tliepublie  Uwaod 
cited  FmliE  to  the  same  poiut.  And  Chief-Justice Cockbuni,  in  bis  work  on  intenia- 
tioual  law,  p.  211,  prior  U>  li^O,  says:  "Jurists  are  divided  as  to  whether  the  wife 
■honid  lose  her  former  natlunalit;  when  tbe  husband  changes  bis.  Fralis  aseects  Iba 
affliniative.  Demangeat,  citiug  several  French  jnrislH,  maintains  tbe  reverse.  T»t 
qvttlion,  hoarevtr,  aeem*  icareels  to  admit  o/  ttrioiit  dittiiuUiH."  He  then  Eiv«s  his  rea- 
eons,  and  concludeH  that  "  tbe  nationality  of  a  married  woman  should  alwajs  folloir 
that  of  the  buBband,  whetber  original  or  acquired."  (Cockbnrn  on  Nationaiitv,  p. 
316.) 

(3)  Jfa/y.— The  new  and  revised  code  of  Italy  of  January  1,  lUSH,  Is  of  great  iDtcrMt 
as  it  is  the  loxt  cwie  founded  on  the  Cotle  Nupoleon,  and  is  supposed  to  contain  all  ttm 
nlteratioiiH  ezfierience  ban  shown  desirable. 

,    It-provides  (For.  Rtl.,  1873.  p.  1291,  c.  i,  spce.  2, 3) : 

1.  Thai  the  Italian  Imtes  bis  citizenship  by  naturalization  Id  a  foniign  oouottj. 

3.  "Tbe  irifeand  minor  children  of  one  who  has  lost  his  citizenship  become  aliPDS, 
titilFsstbey  have  continued  to  reside  within  the  realm." 

Hence  their  coninil  is  of  no  accouut.  The  Daturallzation  of  tbe  husband  abroad 
makes  them  aliena  unless  they  conlinuo  to  liee  in  Ilalg.  If  they  reside'  in  tbe  foT«if!D 
country  the  foreign  law  of  natural izatiou  is  recngnized  as  paramount ;  bat  if  tbey re- 
main In  Italy  the  foreign  law  does  not  operate  apou  them,  because  they  are  notinbjmt 
to  its  Jurisdiction.  "(.'oKsmfdot'suot  iiffect  the  question,  but  only  roidsaceiriirretta 
foreign  law  of  natHraliiation  doanol  oiieraU. 

In  my  jadgraent  this  is  the  law  of  France.  Krerg  drdnon  up  to  this  ttmeof  af>v>ci 
Msrl  hss  be<^u  where  the  marrieil  woman  hss  oonliuued  to  live  in  France.  Snch  is 
tbe  case  in  Dolloz,  to  wbich  I  have  lieeu  i-eferred. 

(4)  RiiMia The  words  of  the  Rhmi^iu  law  are  (For.  Rel.,  1B73,  p.  13«e, }  17): 

"  Foreign  women  marrying  Russian  su1ije«(.s  and  the  wives  of  foreiijHtra  vho  iart 
become  Ruiaiait  labjitti  aru  admitted  as  Russian  subjects  without  taking  the  oatb  of 
allegiance." 

Tn»  provision  that  if  the  foreigner  liecoines  Riissiau 
out  Inking  tbe  oatb, shows  that  it  is  bis  uaturulizatio 
her  nationality. 

Another  provision  of  the  Russian  law  shows  the  same  pnnciple,  viz  (For.Rel.,1^ 
p. 1288): 

"If^ireign  married  women  cannot  become  Russian  subjects  withont  their  husbaDds." 
.    It  is  Ihu  hnshuud's  consent,  not  the  wife's,  that  governs. 

The  Russian  law  is  in  snlistaiioe  the  same  as  the  [rutted  States  law,  viz,  ibit  if  a 
foreigner  bueome  naturalized  his  wife's  nationality  fallows  his  withont  applying  for 
letters  of  naturalization. 

(o)  Pruiaia. — An  alien  woman  liy  marriage  with  a  Prussian  becomes  PmaBiaii.aDd 
a  PniHsian  woman  by  marriage  with  a  foreigner  luges  her  nationality. 

Nothing  IS  suid  as  to  her  consent. 

Nothing  as  to  the  etfect  or  a  change  of  nationality  after  marriage,  and  I  cannat 
find  any  German  decision  upon  the  question.  But  when  we  reflect  npoii  tbe  vaat 
nomber  of  German  emigrants  who  bring  their  wives  to  the  United  States,  and  (fkr- 
warils  become  naturalized,  we  caiiuol  doubt  but  that  Prussia  must  regard  them  as 
American  citizens. 

So,  tiH>,  the  provision  of  tlio  PnisHian  law  that  in  time  of  peace  a  Prussian,  npnnie- 

Suest,  it  entitled  to  "n  disrli.trge  from  biw  PriiBsian  citizenship,"  and  that  sncbdis- 
liarge  ciimprehends  tbe  wile  and  minor  cbildnui,  unless  apeeiar  exception  is  made, 
indicates  that  tlie  general  doctrine  of  Prussian  taw  is  Ihut  the  wife's  nationality  fol- 
lows the  hnsbaiiii's. 

.  (fi)  Spain.— The  royal  decree  of  iert2  is  in  these  wonls  (For.  Bel.,  1963,  p.  129B)  ■■  "  A 
Epanisli  woman  marrind  to  an  alien  is  an  alieti." 

The  language  is  general ;  dues  not  limit  the  chnnge  of  nationality  to  tbe  time  of  the 
tnarrtnge,  but  rather  couveys  the  same  idea  oe  the  Atuerican  and  English  statillni, 
viz,  that  a  Spanish  woman  "  who  is  in  a  state  of  marriage  vith  an  alien  "  is  sa 

Neither  consent  nor  resideuec  In  tlie  foreign  country  is  necessaiy. 

(T)  In  France,  Belginin,  and  in  niostof  the  other  Rtate»ou  the  continent  of  Rnrop*. 
a  native  woman  who  marries  a  foreigner  foUons  the  naticnatily  of  the  husband,  and 
ft.  foreign  woman  who  marrieit  a  i-itizeu  lievomog  a  cit'zeu. 
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From  rbia  review  of  ttie  □aturalir^tton  laws  of  dilTereDt  states  it  wilt  be  Men  that 
tfae  lairs  of  the  United  States,  Groat  Itrilaini  Italy,  Ruitaia,  Prussia,  Spain,  anbatati- 
tially  agree  in  this,  I.Lat  the  natiunalit;  of  the  wife  follows  that  of  the  haabaud, 
whether  it  be  the  national  it  j  he  haaat  the  time  of  marriage  or  one  Bubseqaentlf  ac- 
qaired,  and  irreapeotive  of  her  consent. 

The  argument  on  behalf  of  the  claimant,  that  the  law  of  thsUuited  States  mnst  be 
tiflil  invalid  by  intematioiial  law,  because  the  wife's  oonsent  is  neueesary  to  her 
change  of  citizenship  after  marria^,  is  fully  answered  by  the  practice  ana  laws  of 
the  great  powers.  Indeed,  this  kgislation  of  the  great  civilized  fltales  of  the  world 
eilauliahes  the  doctrino  that  by  public  law  the  consent  of  the  wife  is  not  neceiHtary, 
aud  that  such  laws  of  natnr.iliKaliou  are  valid,  bind  all  subjects  to  their  jurisdictioti, 
■Dd  are  to  be  respected  by  all  other  states. 

It  may  be  added  that  no  state  in  the  world  has  ever  declared  bg  exprtit  kgiiJaiiim 
that  the  wile's  consent  is  necessary. 

!...._  it ^^  [jjjp  Prance,  were  by  express  statute  to  declare  that  if  tho  hu«- 


id  change  his  nationality  after  marriage  it  shontd  not  change  or  affcot  the  oation- 
y  of  the  wile,  that  conid  not  change  the  public  law  of  the  world  or  annul  "" 
rsof  Other  states.     It  would  be  valid  in  ('ranee  and  upon  all  resident  in  Fri 


Aud  mch  law  would  be  valid  in  France  liecHUse,  by  pnblic  law,  eaoli  state  is  si 
eigo  and  independent,  and  can  enact  and  make  binding  within  ite  own  territory  and 
over  pelsons  there  resident  just  such  laws  of  naturalization  as  it  sees  St.  (WJicn  I 
Mv  "Jast  such  laws  as  it  sees  fit,"  I  do  not,  of  course,  mean  laws  agaiust  humauil; 
aoil  morality  aud  which  arc  repugnant  to  the  equality  and  sovereignty  of  states  and 
to  the  sentiment  of  mankind.) 

THE   LAW  OV   FRANCS. 

It  isnrged  for  chiiuiant  that  she  is  ■  citizen  by  the  lawof  Prance,  and  that  the  law 
of  Fnuice  must  be  held  paramount  in  determining  her  citizenship,  oven  Ihougb  sh» 
residesoud  hasforfortyyearspemianently  resided  in  tlieUnituit  States  and  by  Uniled 
States  law  has  become  without  her  conaent  a  United  States  citi/.en. 

This  obliges  us  to  inveBtigale  the  law  of  France.  The  Civil  Code,  ch.  1,  $  13,  of 
ciril  rights,  says: 

"An  alien  womao  who  shall  have  marrietl  a  Frenchman  shall  follow  the  condiliott 
of  brr  husband;"  anil  section  19  says:  "A  French  woman  who  shall  marry  an  alien 
«b>ll  follow  tho  condition  of  her  liiisbaud."  . 

It  is  argued  that  those  provisions  of  the  code  apply  only  to  the  change  of  nation- 
ality effected  al  the  lim>  of  marriage ;  that  the  wife's  consent  is  presiimeil  from  her  act 
of  marriage ;  and  that  the  hnsband's  naturalization  in  another  country  a/Irr  marriage 
ilops  not  effect  or  change  faerciti7.enship;  and  thus,  that  Pierre  and  Elise  Lebreb 
l>i'ing  French  by  birth  and  at  marriage,  his  subsequent  naliiralizalion  could  DoV 
cbange  her  citizenship,  aud  her  French  citizenship  would  continue  until  she  by  her 
own  act  or  consent  should  change  It. 

a.  The  civil  code  of  France  enacts  that  the  wife's  nationality  muil  follow  that  of 
hfrhnsbaud  at  the  time  of  marriage.  It  is  silent  as  to  whether  her  nationality  nuit 
follow  her  husbaad's  if  ho  change  his  nationality  after  marriage. 

i.  There  has  not  been  any  legislation  on  l|ie  point  since  the  code  was  adopted. 

e.  The  conr  <le  cassation  has  not  decided  the  question. 

The  words  of  the  code  will  be  open  to  contrary  constructions  nntll  the  qneslion  is- 
Httled  in  France  by  express  lt>giHlalion,  or  by  the  decision  of  the  cour  de  cassation. 
In  the  absence  of  sncb  legislation  and  decision  we  are  obliged  to  consult  the  opin- 
ions of  erainant  French  writers.    Tbey  are  very  conflicting. 

FtBliz,  Proudbou,  Masn4,  Zacharls,  Maillin  de  Chansat,  and  Varambon,  in  lKi9,  ai« 
referred  to  as  sustaining  the  doctrine  that  Ihe  wife's  nationality  always  follows  the 
husband's. 

On  the  other  hand,  Demangeat  in  bis  notes  on  Ficlix,  Valette,  Demolombe.  Do- 
mnnte.Aubry  et  R^p,  and  Stoicesoo.  pp.  IiTrf,2T9.  are  cited  as  snsluining  the  contrary 
doctrine.  Stoioesco  presents  his  view  of  the  result  of  these  conflicting  opinions  thus: 
"Lei  argumenlH  de  preinii-r  systiiue  sont  assurenieut  Ir^s-gravrs,  et  les  noma  des  par- 
tiwQS  de  ce  syst^me  sont  de  eeuz  qui  font  autorit^  'danala  science.  N<!anmuiu8  ce 
a^ntdme  u'a  pas  prevahi,  et  la  majority  des  auteurs,  de  ai&iae  que  la  jurisprudence,  Bft 
rattacbent  au  syst^nie  contraire." 

ConSictiug  decisions  of  inferior  conrts  are  rited  by  Deni(>hinil>e  and  Demangeat. 
The  decision  in  Dalioz  of  the  Cour  Imperial  of  Dnnai,  of  AugUKt  A.  IriTti,  is  only  in  a. 
case  where  the  wife  always  lived  )n  Fr:itice  ("n'a Jamais  cewi^  d'liabiter  la  France"), 
■ml  when  the  only  qneslion  was  whcllicr  In  such  case  French  courts  bad  jurmdic- 
tioQ  over  her.     There  Is  a  long  note  to  that  case  which  says :  "  La  question  est  con- 

troTCTSfe." 

Id  this  conflict  of  opinion,  in  which  jurists  of  the  highest  character  and  reasons  of 
tbe  greatest  weight  are  arraye<1  against  each  other,  who  can  say  with  any  certaintj' 
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what  the  Freiicli  law  «f  to-day  is  I  We  can  only  say  the  Preach  law  Lb  donbtfnl  on 
this  point,  and  the  mnliiTity  of  authon,  as  clniuied  by  Stoiccwio,  iu  too  small  to  cnabla 
ns  to  doteroiine  that  ttio  French  law  is  tettlPtt  uither  one  way  or  the  other.  As  tba 
note  to  the  case  in  T}aUoi  eays:  "  La  <)iiesliun  est  coDtroretvfic." 

Bnt I  reaper Ifu  11  y  insist  that  thtrtaton  for  tbe  provisions  (□the  code  that  if » for- 
eign nomau  marry  a  Ficnchniaii  hIio  becouiuH  FivDch,  aoil  if  a  French  woidbd  marry 
an  alien  she  becomes  nn  alien — thereatan  Btandson  thitsauie  granuHa  of  pailie  polici 
«8(lo  the  lan-sof  the  United  !jtatcB,ofEu);tand,  and  of  the  otlicTstates  already  named, 
and  [loes  notstaud  on  thogriiund  of  "consent."  For  in  Kucb  cases nudui  the  code ttw 
-wife's  ehsiige  of  nationality  is  the  reaiilt,  the  legal  result  of  ber  utarriatfe.  Sberosr 
object  ever  no  strongly  to  tilis  legal  result  of  her  uarriogo,  nho  may  iusint  that  ihs 
will  roinaiu  a  citizen  of  her  native  slatoaiid  will  not  consent  to'achanfre  of  natinnal- 
jty,  but  Jier  proleals  are  all  in  vuin.  Why  dors  not  French  law  say  if  a  foroign  n-oiiian 
lunrry  a  Frenchman  or  if  a  French  woman  niiirry  au  alien,  her  nationality  fi>llaiii  ber 
liusbaud  if  the  10  contenU,  but  not  otAertriwf  Tlie  answtr  is  Ibat  ptibliopoHey  reqnirff 
the  hnabaud  and  wife  to  be  of  tbo  name  nationality,  and  be  being  the  head  of  th* 
family,  and  by  hia  citieeuxhip  being  entittKd  to  cKeiTiise  political  ri(:ht«,  and  being 
Ijiible  to  tuJKtary  serTieo,  her  inferior  rights  and  duties  moat  be  subunlinated  to  hii. 

Now  this  same  reason  of  pablio  policy  o|ierates  with  the  same  force  aftrr  marriago 
as  ol  tbe  time  of  marriage.  If  eonsett  should  bo  neeessary  after  marriHgo  to  ehanea 
the  wife'a  nationality,  -why  not  equally  necessary  at  marriage  t  Doubtless,  If  women 
-were  free  to  object,  ns  many  would  object  to  the  change  at  niBrriage  as  after. 

TitoHs  writers  who  iuHist  that  tbe  wife'a  consent  is  iieccKtary  a/Ur  but  not  al  mar- 
riage are  inconsistent  ivith  their  own  doctrine.  To  be  cousislent  t hoy  should  in«iil 
that  free  consent  should  be  allowed  nl  as  well  as  afltr  marriage,  Thu  consent  wtiirh 
js/orcrd,  whero  the  woman  is  obliged  to  sacrifice  cither  the  husbAnd  of  her  choicu  or 
the  natlonulily  of  her  choice,  in  in  no  jnat  sense  "  conaenl,"  fur  it  is  not  free. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  aettled  French  low  that  would  make  the  claimanl  ■ 
French  citizen,  oven  if  ahe  had  returned  to  France,  bnt  had  not  complied  with  ths 
iirovisions  of  article  Vi,  still  less  while  she  resides  here  and  abows  no  intent  to  letara 
to  t>unce. 

If,  for  tbe  sake  of  argnmeot,  we  admit  that  l>y  French  hiw  a  married  woman  doei 
not  lose  her  French  cittzenship  by  her  buohand's  change  of  nationality  after  bcrtnar- 
riage,  still  tbat  is  only  French  law.  It  does  not  operate  eiLtralerrltorialiy ;  it  only 
Affects  thoHe  who  reside  within  the  territory  and  jurisdiction  of  France.  II  cannot 
rpernto  to  annul  the  American  citizenabip  of  those  who  reside  In  and  are  subject  to 
•tho  Jurisdiction  of  tbe  United  States-  Otherwise  tbe  naturalization  laws  of  one  Stale 
"would  anpersede  those  of  another. 

VI. 

Nor  IB  it  necessary  for  her  to  have  applied  for  tind  have  taken  out  letl«is  of  natural- 
ization. 

t.  This  is  expressly  decided  in  RcUy  f.  Owen  (7  Wall.,  496).  UarriaEe  ia  in  lieu  of 
letters  of  natnralization. 

2.  In  France  marriage  of  a  foreign  woman  to  a  French  citizen  makea  Jier  Freneb 
without  any  application  V>  be  naturalized.  Marriage  has  the  aams  effect  aa  lettetl 
•of  natnraliza'ion. 

3.  In  all  the  states  of  Euro^  where. marriage  changes  the  nationality  it  is  ei- 
preBsIf  decfared  that  the  luained  womau  need  not  apply  for  letteraof  natural  iiatioa 
or  take  the  oath  of  allegiance.  (For.  Kol.,  XSTi,  Hnssia,  p.  ViSi.)  Tba  inarrlaga  is 
«noneh. 

4.  The  law  on  this  point  ia  well  stated  by  fitoioosco,  p.  211.     He  says: 

"  En  prenant  le  mot  'naturalisation'  dansnne  aoeeption  large,  noaa  al  Ions  recberebo 
'^nvlssontlesautres  moyeus  par  losquels  les  Strangers  ponvaieut  devenir  Franca  is.  Eb 
IJlen,  nous  recontrons  b  cet  £gnrd  trciis  antres  modes  quiopdraientdanala  ooodition  dn 
.^trangeiB  \e  mfme  ehangemtHt  que  let  htlrfide  nataraliti,  Cesont,  lemariage,  leatiaitja, 
«t  I'anneiion  d'un  territoire  etranger  h  la  France." 

5.  llie  law  of  tbe  United  St-atcs  is  ns  aupreme  and  paramonnt  to  all  otben  la  re- 
gard to  the  modi  of  procadiny  to  be  naturalited  aa  to  the  terms  and  oonditlona  of 


coNPUCT  or  LAve. 

If  we  admit  that  there  is  a  conOict  of  laws  io  this  case,  that  Bh«  is  American  b; 
American  law  and  French  by  French  law,  then  tbe  rule  of  decision  ia  that  sbsu 
deemed  to  be  a  citlxcn  of  the  country  in  wbicb  she  has  her  domielle;  that  is,  tbt 
Vuiled  States. 


,Goo'^[o 
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Th«  sntborities  of  iatcmatiousl  law  anpport  this  mle. 

Blnntechli,  lut  Law,  seo.  304  (cited  by  Mone,  p.  IGO),  uya ; 

"Cerlnin  perHunH  may  in  rare  iuslaaces  be  nnder  tbe  Janadtction  of  twodifferent 
(tile».  Id  caw  of  cnnQict  the  preference  nil!  be  giv^D  to  the  aUte  in  wbioh  th» 
Individual  or  famil;  in  question  hare  theit  dniniolle;  the  rights  in  the  states  whara 
(hpT  ila  not  reside  will  be  oousidnrod  ka  snspended." 

Twin,  Laws  of  NatiouB,  pp.  ^£11, 233 : 

"  According  lo  the  law  of  nations,  when  the  national  oharaoter  of  aa  indlvidnal  l» 
toba  ucertained,  the  llr«t  qneHtion  is,  in  what  terriMry  doesheresidel  If  he  resldft 
Ihfre  pennanently  hu  is  regarded  as  adhering  to  the  nation  to  whioh  the  torrltoif  be- 
loDgs,  and  to  lie  a  m^ iub«r  of  the  political  t>ndy  settled  there  " 

In  caw  of  coD&ict  of  laws,  as  neither  ooiintry  can  claim  sup«iiority  over  tbe  other, 
ths  only  reasonable  way  nf  MttliSK  the  difSuulty  is  tohalilhim  anbjeat  to  the  laws  or 
tbe  connlry  where  he  resides. 

The  British  art  of  IHTO  and  the  Italian  code  of  1066  recognite  lealdenoe  aa  the  tnm- 

ID  Alexander  ri.  The  United  States,  No.  45,  before  the  British  and  American  Clalnw 
Commission  (Hale's  Rep,,  pp.  15,  16),  wiiere  tbe  claimant  was  by  Dritish  law  a  British 
sabjtct  and  by  American  law  an  American  citizen,  it  was  held  that  his  claim  oa  tb 
Briiiah  bnbiect  conld  not  be  allowed,  for  that  noulil  be  givine  the  laws  of  one  oonn- 
try  (Great  Britaiu)  superiority  over  the  laws  of  the  other  (the  United  Slates).  8e» 
the  opinion  of  Judge  Frazior,  in  which  Count  Corti  couourred. 

vra. 

Tbe  British  and  American  Claims  ConiniissioD  held  In  Bowie  r«.  The  United  States, 
In  Calderwood  n.  The  United  States,  and  ia  Tooraen  vs.  tbe  same  (see  Bale's  Sep., 

E.  17),  that  tbe  national  character  of  a  married  woman  la  governed  by  that  of  her 
Dsband  in  all  cospb. 

In  this  dccisirin  Ike  eojnmiitioneri  all  aqrtti. 

Spe  also  tbe  cone  of  Jane  L.  Brand,  No.  190  (Hale's  Bep.,  pp.  18,  19),  where  it  wa» 
b*ld  that  tbo  national  character  of  a  married  woman  was  In  all  ta»M  determined  \>j 
that  of  her  husband,  and  continued  on  the  death  of  the  husband,  "  That  this  doo- 
triDP  bad  always  prevailed  in  Qroal  Britain,  as  elsewhere,  where  the  domioile  of  th» 
wife  had  cnutinned  to  be  that  of  the  husband's  nationality." 

IX. 

I  have  considenxl  this  case  thua  for  solvly  in  the  aspect  of  public  law. 

EQUITY  AND  JOmCM. 

The  hnsbsnd  has  declared  bi-t  intention  to  become  an  American  citisen  /out*  m«mtk» 
Viforetht  Marriage,  and  she  mUHt  have  known  it  before  marriage. 

Tbry  have  livrd  in  Ibis  country  forty-five  years. 

Before  the  niarringe  shi<  had,  as  she  snys,  SI,:iO0  in  money  aod  a  millinery  shop  at 
Bayon  Sura.  They  accumulated  a  lar^o  property,  owned  two  large  plautatiooa  on 
Ihr  MissiHaippi  and  the  larcest  wi>oil-yur<l  on  the  river. 

Tbey  have  never  relunidl  to  France  and  have  never  shewn  the  least  Intention  of 
ntqrning  there ;  have  never  contributed  anything;  to  aid  France  iu  peace  or  war. 
E^r  hnsband  has  been  derul  three  years.  She  is  seventy-three  years  old,  and  all  her 
InteretitB  and  relatives  appear  to  be  iu  this  country.  She  does  not  pnstend  that  ah* 
thinks  of  gdiag  back  to  France. 

Sbe  did  not  olaini  to  be  a  French  citizen  (or  at  least  no  proof  of  it  bnt  her  alleged 
vfrbal declarations,  tlie  most  worthless  and  daogerone  kind  of  proof)  till  twenty-on* 
jtin  after  mairiage,  in  October  1hG2,  when  the  war  mas  racing  in  their  vicinity,  and 
It  was  convenient  for  her  Interests  to  claim  to  be  a  Frenoh  citisEen,  as  her  hnsband  was 
Daturaliu-il  and  was  American. 

Icaunol  see  that  there  is  any  equity  or  justice  in  calling  her  French.  She  UreallT' 
an  American  citizen  and  nobody  can  believe  she  will  ever  return  to  France. 

Iu  my  Judgmi'ni  the  claim  should  be  dismissed, 

A.  O.  ALDI8, 
Commissioner  o/ Iht  Uniltd  Statti, 


^d  by  Google 


206  fbench  and  ahebican  claims  commission. 

Exhibit  E. 
fkench  and  american  claims  commission. 

PiBRRB    S.  WiLTZ,  ADUUnSTRATEUR  DE  LEOM  DKLRIBU,  ) 

conire  J  No.  313. 

LR8  £tat3-Uni§.  ) 


Le  rJclamant  Delriea  eat  morl  h  N*"°-Orl£aiis  1e  15  uvril  1879,  dans  la  plenitude  dt 
sea  droits  de  cit^ijen  frsotnis. 

Fiene  Wtltz,  admiDJatroteur.'Be  pr^Beate  devaot  la  Comniission  »d  nom  de  Ib  bqc- 
eemion. 

8'il  a  indiqafi  daiw  son  ni£ moire  ("mBmorial")  d'uneracDngfin^raleet  anticip^qae 
lea  ajrsiits  droit  ("beneficiarieB")  Hont  les  fa^ritiorset  leecrtonciera,  il  nele^  repr6cnie 
cept^nilatit  paa  l^galetuont ;  sutvaJit  laloi  c'eet  le  mortqo'it  repr^tenteet  la  Hocoeasioa, 
I'boirie,  I'  "estoto." 

Pour  purler  coirecteineut  tl  ent  dii  dire,  "  Lea  l^ritiers  et  lea  cr^aneiera  AcNtw'i,'' 
ear  res  hi^riCiera  et  cea  er^anciera  il  ue  peut  l^^jalement  lea  coDcaltre.  Cette  poaition 
de  radmiuislrutour  a  (16  maiiitefuia  ddfioie  par  laCour  Snpreme  des  Etats-U■ll^ aoM 
liiea  qne  pai  laCourdeaClaima,  qui  ont  tdujoura  refua^  aux  iDl^Teaa^danauneiacccs- 
eion  le  droit  do  paraltre  en  peraoune.  L'arr^t  rendn  dans  l'aS*aire  Comegjs  u.  TasM 
est  particuli&rement  concluant  k  cet^gard  et  veut  6tre  ici  lappel^ 
.  The  court  said: 

"  The  object  of  tlie  treat;  waa  to  Inrcat  the  Comniiaai oners  witb  full  power  and  aa- 
thority  to  receive,  examine,  and  decide  upon  the  antmnf  and  Talidilj/  of  the  aawrtfd 
claima  upon  Spain  for  damagea  and  iojuripa.  Their  deciaion  within  the  scope  of  this 
authority  is  conclusive  aud  Snat.  •>  •  •  But  it  does  not  uecesaarily  or  natanUif 
follow  that  this  authority  BO  deloKated  inclndcAtlie  authority  Co  adjust  all  conflicting 
rights  of  different  citizeua  to  the  fuud  so  awarded.  The  Com  mi  Mi  ou  era  are  to  loolc  to 
the  original  claim  for  damages  and  injuries  against  Spain  itself,  and  It  ia  wholly  im- 
material  for  this  purpose  u]>on  whom  it  may  iu  the  interoirdiate  tiioe  have  devolved. 
*  '  *  They  had  no  authority  to  comjral  parties  aaaerting  couBicting  interasta  to 
appear  and  litigate  before  them,  nor  to  anmmon  witnesses  to  ealablish  or  repel  soch 
iuteresta,  aud  under  such  circunistancea  it  cannot  be  presumed  that  it  waa  the  Lnlen- 
tion  of  either  Qovernment  to  clothe  them  with  au  authority  ao  aummary  and  concln- 
sive,  with  means  so  little  adapted  to  the  attainment  of  the  ends  of  a  aubetantial  jna- 
tice.  The  validity  and  amount  of  the  claim  beine  once  aacertaiued  by  their  award, 
the  fund  might  well  be  permitted  to  pass  into  the  bands  of  any  claimant;  and  biaown 
rights,  as  well  aa  those  of  all  otheni  who  assert«d  a  title  to  the  fund,  be  left  to  tbft 
ordinary  course  of  Judioial  proceediuga  In  the  eatablisbed  oonrts,  wherq  redrrw  conld 
be  administered  according  to  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  rights  or  equities  of  lh« 
parties."    (Peters'  U.  S.  Supreme  Court  Report**,  pp.  195,  212.) 

L'admluiatrateur  repr^aeutnnt  Ic  mart  et  I'hdntage,  uon  lea  btiritiers,  11  est  done 
anpcrfln  de  rechercher,  aiual  qne  lo  fait  mon  colligne,  si  ces  bdritiers  soot  on  oe  sont 
paa  des  citoyeDS  franpaia  et  de  diacut^M'  aiir  la  question  do  DOtreJuridictioo. 

Notre  jiiridictiou  dans  le  cas  present  est  parfalte  et  sur  la  personne  et  sor  la  chose, 
car  nous  avona  devaut  uoiia  les  deux  couditioQs  demand6ea  par  mon  ooU6gue ; 

1°.  La  reclamation  d'un  citoyen  francaie. 

a».  Une  rficlamatiou  pour  des  actos  commia  contra  la  neraonne  on  la  pTopiitU  d'nii 
citoyen  fraucais  n'ayant  pas  616  an  service  de  la  Confederation  on  lal  «yant  doaoi 
aide  et  support 

Qui  est  CB  citoyen  frau^aisT  C'est  Delrien,  qui  n'a  Jamais  cess^  de  ^Atre  etqu'on 
n'occnsa  pas  d'avoir  eervi  on  aid^  la  Couf€d6ratiou.  C'eat  lui,  Delrien,  le  d^funt,  qui 
aeoufffrt;  lurAclaniationentsienne;  uel'appelle-t-on  paa  1'"  original  owner"?  Kodb 
a'avons  pas  bcsoiu  d'autres  parties  pour  prendre  c on nai usance  de  la  cause. 

Lea  conaeila  de  France  out  6tabli  deux  points  principaux  dans  cette  affaire  WilU- 
Delrieu  et  dans  celle  de  Sigismund  Boman,  qui  eat  i  pen  pr^  identiqne: 

!■>.  Une  reclamation  nait  du  Jour  oil  le  prejudice  a  6t6  canati  et  elie  appartiant  eo 
propriety  il  la  personue  qui  a  aubi  ]e  dommage,  par  coua6qnent,  ai  cette  penonne 
■neurt,  elle  entre  dans  la  anocesaion  et  fait  panie  dee  valeura  a  recouvrer  de  cette  ano- 

si°.  C'cet  par  lea  mains  du  Gouvemement  de  ce  proprietaire  original  on  primitifde 
la  reclamation  que  celle-ci  eat  presentee ;  il  a'en  auit  que  le  Gonverneraent  de  la  Be- 
pnbliqne  Fraufaiae  a  qualite  pour  iaire  va'oir  lea  droita  posthumea  d'an  de  aei  oito- 
yens  defunt. 

Les  coDseile  des  ftate-Unis,  se  fondant  anr  noe  interpretation  jndalqne  du  ttaitt 
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da  1680,  DO  vBDlent  conaid^rerque  lesnyauU  droit  ("  beiitlii;iBriea ")  sctiiela  de  la  t^ 

I1iftll6gneut  qae  la  r^clumation  nedntoiine  dn  jounleln  HignnturH  du  tniitfi;  nue 

cW  letraiWqut  I'ncrdde;  que  lu  oiort  dii  riiclanmnt  (t6truit  in  r^ulamatiuD  et  Ub^re 
la  GoavernHmeut  cOQtro  iHqiiBi  e1ie  est  61ev4i!, 

MounoHbgnedesEtaW-Unis,  tropprudeut  pourreprnduirpceniiroiioaidons  i-<iri t-able- 
ineat  extrftordiiiBirea,  n'^n  rulupt«  paa  uioiuH  leu  coosiSqiieui-ua  puur  crl^er  uue  IliSorle 
IODl«  DDureil?,  celle  ilu  I*  double  nationality  du  la  r^Rlanmtinit. 

C«tle  u6cea»\t6  dc  la  double  iiatiunalitiS  doat,  soit  dlt  eu  lUHMint,  ou  ae  parlait  pas 
4'abotd,  el  qui  semble  ftToir  6l6  di^vouvurte  ilann  le  cours  de  la  dicciuuilon,  Je  do  la  voia 
DuUe  put  orticnl^B  dans  le  truit^.  Vest  par  uue  iudnction  forude  et  eu  rattacliant 
l«iDnea  aux  antrea  (Ie«  plirwcB  iuco1i6rent>-s  du  traitd  qu'on  Ini  dbuue  aujourd'bui 
no  corps.  Si  nne  condition  ausxi  importauto,  et  je  pnU  dire  foiidaniVTitalf,  avatt  6t6 
dknt  l>  p«na^  de«  u%riciHteura  dn  Iraitlt,  ceiii  ce  n'eitaneut  paa  manquS  do  la  formu- 
Itr  en  tennes  expr&g  et  diHtiocta. 

La  eitaliun  d'nne  ddcinion  de  la  Commission  Anglaine  dana  iin  caa  analoj^ue  d'ad- 
D  ID  intra  tenr  D'eat  paa  codcliiantr.  II  eut  fallii  ruppelcr  eh  m^me  temps  que  cette 
dkuioD  a  6x4  uujveruelleiuent  et  juatement  attaqu^e  et  u'a  pas  fait  pr6<.-Meut  daua 

Vsiuemeut  auasi  a-t-on  prfteudii  4lab1ir  uue  ainillitiiile  nvi-c  le  ens  de  I'ArcliPvCque 
Pricb6;  lea  deni  caa  ai>nt  tout  ft  fait  difltfrents.  Mgr.  I'ercbfi,  r^laniant  primitiF, 
anit  voloutairemeut  abdiqu6  son  droit.  Ls  KApnbliqiie  t'raDcalso  ii'uTait  plus  &  le 
proUeer.  Feu  Delrien  lui  n'a  jamais  alnliqu^  t«  aieu.  Dea  te  dAbut  il  I'avait  remiB 
tuira  lea  maiua  de  son  GonveruemeDt :  il  y  eat  Teat6  dumiit  sa  vie,  il  y  esf  resti!  apr^ 
la  mort.  Aiicnn  acte  ne  Ten  a  rettr£  et  rien  n'a  delid  le  Qouveruoment  Fraufaia  dn 
deioir  de  le  aoutenir. 

II  n'est  paa  plus  admissible  do  pr^tenilre  que  dn  moment  qne  Delrtcn  est  uiort  aoD 
alli^geancsa  cess^.  Elte  a  ceaa6,  si  t'on  rctil,  nnturelletueul,  mais  lea  droits  acquis  en 
Tertu  (te  cette  ali6gaauce  et  qui  eu  diScoulcnt  ne  sont  point  niorts,  ii!  par  coua^quent 
la  n^lamation. 

L'allrigation  que  la  nSclamation  n'eat  point  no  droit  transinia  par  heritage,  que  c'est 
nn  droit  qui  ne  prond  naissance  que  du  jour  do  la  signature  du  traillS  dn  15  jan-vier 
tiSM,  et  am  termea  de  ce  traits  seuleinoat  en  favour  de  citoyeus  frauf^aia,  n'eat  pas 
davantage  aou  ten  able. 

Si  la  r^clamatiou  d'un  mort  ne  fait  pas  partie  de  sa  auccesaion,  pourquol  avoir  adtiilB 
daos  le  rbglemenl  qu'elle  seralt  priisenl<!e  par  I'adaiiQistrnteiirT 

Si  elle  ne  date  que  du  15  Janvier  18MI,  pourquoi,  uue  Uim  rccoDtitie  Jnste,  lui  attri- 
bnera-t  on  des  int^r^ts  k  partir  dn  Jour  ob  le  dommago  a  614  comniisT 

La  v6r'M  out  qne  la  r^clamatioD  date  dn  jour  oil  le  doniumge  a  it6  commis.  Cejotir 
U  lea  Etats-UuiH  ont  contract^  une  dolte  envers  Di'lrieu.  Ill  Senard  dana  sea  notes, 
le  Pr6aident  Lincoln  dans  aon  meaxago  I'ont  reconnu.  Ce  droit  cr^<S  ou  favenr  de 
Delriea  eat  reatd  en  suapena  pendant  15  on  20  aus,  uon  par  lu  faute  df  son  noaaesseur, 
ni  par  aacun  renoucement  de  sa  part,  ul  par  auciine  pTeBcrij>tion ;  maia  il  n  a  paa  pour 
tela  €16  diuiinn^  d'un  atome;  ni  tes  d^laia  ni  la  mort  n'unt  pu  le  d^lruire.  II  soiU' 
tneitlait  intact  aona  la  sanveKarde  du  Goiiveniement  Fraiifaia.  C'<!tait  comme  uue 
lettre  de  cliange  eudoasiSe  par  la  France  et  reetde  en  portcfeuille.  Delrien  en  monrant 
a  pu  la  tranamettre  en  toute  conflance  &  aes  b^ritiera,  comme  on  trausniet  nnecnSance 
i  reconvrer,  certain  qn'nn  Jour  vieudrait  oCi  elie  acrait  pr6»ent6e  et  qn'il  y  acrait  fait 

Le  jour  est  venn.  Le  trait<^  do  15  Janvier,  en  instituant  Icr  tribunal  ebarg^  de  rcn- 
dte  justice,  a  foumi  ft  la  enhance  de  Dulrleu  contre  Ics  Clata-Uuia  le  moyeu  de  se  pro- 
doire ;  nous  n'avous  qu'ft  I'examinor ;  si  elle  est  valable,  si  lea  faits  sur  Icsqaela  est 
faud^B  la  r<Solamation  sont  prouv^a  ;  s  il  y  a  lieu  ft  iixlemuit^,  c'est  ik  la  France  qu'elle 
doit  Atre  pay^,  an  credit  de  la  r^clumatiou,  "  in  favor  of  the  claim," 

Ce  pTDUuit  de  I'indemulliJ  aprn  ensnite  Joint  ft  la  luasse  dea  autres  bieDS  de  la  suc- 
ceiaion,  puur  Atre  diatribn^  anx  b^ritiera  ou  aux  cr^anciera,  dans  la  proportion  que  le 
Juge  ordinaire  aeul  est  appel^  ft  dtilerniiner. 

La  distribution  ne  nous  regardc  paa.     Elle  est  eaaenticllemcnt  du  reeaort  dea  tribu- 
Noua  ne  sommea  paa  un  tribunal  de  droit  coiumun,  ni  un  ayndicat  cbarg^  de 
h  chacnn  sa  part.     Houa  aommea  appelds,  Je  ]e  i — ''"    '  -"-^f-    •■• 
paa  liea  ft  indemnity,  et,  celle-ci  accord<i«,  la  rripartiti 
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faiie  K  chacnn  sa  part.     Houa  aommea  appelds,  Je  ]e  repMe.  11  ddcitfer 
—  ''  la  ft  indemnity,  et,  celle-ci  accord<i«,  la  repartition  n'eat  pas  not 

IS  pas  quality  pour  en  distribuer  le  lunntaiit  aux  b^ritiers,  pas  plus  qn'ai._ 
crianciers,  ni  verifier  I'emplai  qui  ei-ra  faitde  la  snmnie. 

Uua,  dit-on,  pourquoi  lalidpiibliqneFranfaiaea'ing^rerait-ello  de  prot6gerdee  gens 
qui  ne  lui  appartiennent  plus  et  dea  iut^rfits  qui  ne  sunt  plus  les  aioiis  t 

A  cela  on  T«pond  eu  r^pitant  que  coa  intdr^ts  ct  ces  luldress^s  elle  ue  pent  pas  les 
sniTn ;  Ins  a  van  ta  droit  HUiourd'hui  titranirera.  neuvent  rpdovenir  domain  fraQ{ais; 

a  RuBira  ft  d^montrer  itue  la 
tulement  lea  int^r^ts  Strangers,  attdut  et 
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Qn'on  suppose  dftoa  une  r^claraalloD  anejuate  inilemDir^  de  $100,000  et  (50,000  d« 
dettes,  4  bont'i«re.  dont  en  «eul  rest^  fyanfuiH  et  3  devenoa  am^ricaina.  CoDfoimf- 
ment  ll  I'npiuioD  ae  non  collogue  doob  ne  devrona  donncr  4  I'adinliiistrsteiir  poor  «• 
.....  I ,  ■_■  _  •  infaia  qae  le  quart,  c'eat-^-dlre  #35,000;  nialit  onssitAt  viendroDtle* 


orteDciera,  qaelleque  soit  tear  natiODalit^,  qui  pouranivroDt  radnilnibttAlencet  .  . 
meat  (t»  la  tutsIitAdea  150,000  dua;  puis  lea  coWitifn  aui6ricaina,  le»>quele,  enddpit 
de  i'ejLclusion  quo  nooa  aoronsoru  duvoir  pronoucrr  contra  ciix,  annrnt  recoimoon. 
tie  radniiiiistralcnr  et  rdolatneroot  lnai  part  de  Vlidritaice  qno  les  tribnnaux  ne  ponr- 
ront  refusei  de  leiir.ailJiig»r,Bn  sorte  qoel'hiSritierrt^t^  tVanpaia  non  seulementn  nra 
paa  ann  quart, inala  sora  exposi  ftpajerce  qu'il  n'aura  paxrfvu  et  que  I'unlqnsTteil- 
tat  aerade  faire  preHter  le  Goaveruenient  AmBricain  deiif  abnudoundB.  CeD'est^xi- 
detumeDt  paa  14  cu  qtie  lea  denx  OouTeroementa  uut  touIu  dii»  dana  le  traitf.  Ls 
senl  luoveu  de  ne  pas  arrivor  h  Hen  cona&jiiBiioos  autwi  monatniensea,  do  reater  dans 
rinteiition  du  traits,  j'^outerai  daos  la  juslioe  et  lo  bon  sens,  c'uiit  da  payer  bd moit, 
par  I'entreniise  de  I'ailniiiiiatratAur,  oe  qui  eot  6t6  pa;£  It  aa  persoune  i^il  dealt  ri- 
*aat  ou,  daDH  le  oas  uti  Tun  eroirait  abaoltinieut  duvuir  faire  une  distiueUoQ  sDtre 
Its  bdri  tiers,  d'attribu«T  an  aeul  restd  fraufaia  et  Jugddigne,  U  tutaUti,  prodaitdela 
Ktelamation. 

En  r&inui£ :  dans  tuna  optnlon,  o'eat  le  dommaxe  aanai  qni  a  m44  le  droit  da  if- 
clamant ;  par  consdqneDt  ta  r^alamation  date  du  jonr  du  duiutnage  «>aa<  et  non  da 
Jonr  de  la  signature  da  ttalti. 

Lie  traits  n'a  pas  cr£6  la  reclamation,  11  a  aenlenient  crdd  pour  alle  le  mojen  de  w 
prod  u  ire  efflcQcement. 

La  r^laiualioii  ne  aienrt  puiat  avee  le  rdclainunt  et  la  mort  de  cetni-ol  oe  djgage 
paa  ioM  Blats-Uiiis ;  la  itelamMloQ  surrit,  elle  est  couatitude  moralemeut  inr  le  morl, 
poarvu  qiiecel[ii-cl  u'ait  pas  person  Del  lemeo  t  »1i  And  son  droit,  et,  en  fait,  elle  eat  per- 
•onntft&t  dans  I'adni 111 i strati- ur,  aon  dana  lea  lidritiora,  qni  neeont  admis  bprouveilenr 
capacity  qn'apr^s  rbglument  de  la  Bucoesslou  par  I'aduiiuistrateur,  at  devaat  lui  thba- 
nanx  oidiaairc^s  et  nou  devant  nnns. 

Nuns  soijiiiies  iucoinp^teulA  iV  faire  la  repartition,  comme  le  reconnall  tr^  Men  IL 
lejuge  Aldis  luI-mSme  laraqn'il  dit: 

"  No  question  as  to  ultimate  diatribntion  of  tbe  fund  auonK  those  who  ma^  ctalm 
ii  by  eondictiiig  titles  can  arin  before  us,"  &,e. ;  rien  dans  le  traits  ue  noDs  lunitib 
de  ce  dniil ;  c'est  cejiendant  4  cela  que  uoua  onions  forcdmeut  anient  st  uona  eon- 
aidiirjDnB  dana  cutte  affaire  la  pemonne  dea  hdritiera  au  lieu  de  ne  conaid^nir  que  celle 
du  mort  et  eon  boirie. 

Comnie  cunsid^ratiou  g^ndrale,  onfin,  ce  n'eat  pas  la  fante  du  OonVernement  rran- 
pats  ai,ilopuis  20  hu",  QQepartiadesr^claraaulsadisparn  par  la  mort,  et  le  Qonveme- 
nient  des  Etata-Unis  ne  aaurait  AInt  admia  4  b^ndHcier  da  sa  negligence  et  do  ntaid 
qu'il  a  mis  i>  reudre  Justice,  sane  quo!  un  oonveruement  ponrrait  preaque  conjonn,  en 
ajourniiiit  pnndaut  ^0  ou  30  anndea  un  rigfement  de  rdclaniations,  eu  ddbairasset  de  la 
plupai't,  ce.  qni  est  inadmiMible. 

Je  repousse  douo  le  demoner. 

/.«  L-onniH 

L.  DK  QEdl 
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[RBndBred  ^auou?  it,  1881] 

WiLTZ,  ADMiMm-TRATOK  or  DautiEU,  ) 

«.  }  No.  313. 

The  Unitkd  States.  S 

Tbe  question  in  tbis  coaeia  oueof  Jurisdiction.  It  is,  bare  we  Jnrladiction  of  a 
eatis  wLi'ru  it  does  not  appear  that  the  claimants,  or  any  of  tbem,  areVrenobcititenst 

Dolrii-n,  tliii  original  oirneT  of  the  claim,  was  a  French  citizua  when  the  claim  arose 
and  when  he  ditd,  and  if  he  were  living  conbl  presunt  the  claim. 

Ho  dead,  hit  buira.  if  French  citizens,  could  appear  as  claimants,  and  we  ahonld 
have  Jurisdiction.  But  they  arenotFrench  citizens  (probably  areAinericanoItiMns), 
and  so  the  question  arises,  can  the  administrator  of  Delriou,  who  baa  do  interest  in 
the  claim  oud  merely  represents  others  as  a  uomiual  party,  and  who  therefore  used 
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Ddt  be  a  French  citizen — chd  bo  preaent  thU  claim  as  tvdminiHtrator  of  Delrieu,  ftud 
recover  whfttevei  award  ma;  be  alloned  nominHlly  for  tbii  estate  of  Delrtea,  but 
really  for  tbe  he'iis,  who  at«  not  French  otttzeos  T  Is  it  snfflcient  to  soetoiD  our  Ja> 
ritdiRtioD  that  Delriea,  the  original  owD«r  uf  tbe  claim,  was  a  French  citizen ;  or  most 
the  present  owners  (bis  bejn)  m  Freneh  cilixeDS  T 

1. 

The  convention  which  createil  this  Commission  determines  its  Jnriedictiou.  In 
txamining  the  lant;aaKe  or  the  convention  to  aeoertain  the  extent  and  limits  of  out 
jBri«diction  we  must  be  govemed  by  the  established  rnles  of  int-erpretation  wbich 
apply  alike  to  treatiea  and  to  statutes. 

We  mnst  examine  the  terms  of  the  oonvention,  the  words  nsed  In  defining  onrjuris- 
JicEioQ,  Id  interpreting  the(«  words  we  iniist  give  them  their  plain  aud  ordinuy 
ueanine.    We  may  not  give  them  a  forced  meaning  against  their -natural  import. 

ArtielM  1  and  II  describe  the  claims  of  which  we  have  Jurisdiction. 

Akt.  I,  Claims  against  the  United  States  are  described  as  follows :  "All  claima  on 
the  part  of  corporations,  companies,  or  prirate  individuals,  citizens  of  France,  upon 
tilt  Government  of  the  United  States,  arising  uut  >>f  actd  committed  against  the  per- 
sons or  property  of  citizens  of  France  not  in  the  service  of  the  enemies  of  the  United 
Btateii,  or  voluntarily  giving  aid  or  comfort  to  the  same,  by  the  civil  or  military  au- 
thorities of  the  Oovemment  of  the  United  States,"  &c.,  "  shall  be  referred  to  three 
commissi onen,"  &.e. 

By  this  article  two  things  are  plainly  required  as  to  citizpaship — first,  that  the  "  pri- 
vate individnala"  who  are  claimants  nrust  be  French  citizens ;  and,  second,  that  the 
aelsont  of  which  the  claim  arises  must  have  been  comniitt«d  against  the  persona  or 
property  of  French  citizens  not  in  tbe  service  of  tbe  Confederacy  or  voluntarily  giv- 
mff  aid  or  comfort  to  the  same. 

Article  li  provides  that  "the  Commission  shall  ezaiuine  and  decide  oil  ctaima  of 
tbe  sforesaid  character  presented  to  thi>m  by  the  citizens  of  either  eonntrv,"  Ac. 
This  plainly  means  that  the  person  who  prenenta  the  claim — that  is,  the  real  claim- 
■nt — mnst  be  a  citizen  of  the  country  through  whose  agent  he  niikee  claim. 

We  think  the  langnage  of  these  two  articles  is  susceptible  of  only  one  eonstrnotion, 
viz,  that  tbe  claimant,  the  real  claimant,  who  presents  the  claim  and  who  will  re- 
ceive tbe  compcoaation,  if  ^nv  is  awarded,  mnst  l>e  a  French  citizen. 

It  speaks  iu  the  present;  it  means  those  who  now  present  the  claim  and  who  are 
DDw  French  citizens.  It  does  not  say  who  now  are  "or  have  been"  French  citizens. 
It  does  nut  say  "  French  citizens  or  the  beirs  of  deceased  citizens  of  France."  Either 
of  these  express  in  us,  so  cosily  and  nattirnlly  used,  if  such  meaning  was  intended, 
wonld  have  sustained  [he  construction  now  contended  for  by  the  counsel  of  tbe  French 
Republic.     But  tb«y  are  not  used,  and  the  words  used  took  only  to  the  preseut. 

One  who  was  ouco  a  citi^^n,  but  whose  citizenship  has  been  ended  by  death,  who 
no  longer  owes  allegiance  or  can  render  si^rvice  tu  the  state,  aud  who  can  no  longer 
receive  protection  Horn  the  state,  wonld  not  in  ordinary  lauguage  be  described  as  a 
"private  individual" — "a  cttiicn"  who  is  to  "present  hie  claim."  Delrieu  as  a 
private  individual  has  ceased  te  exist.  He  can  have,  cau  present,  no  claim.  At  his 
death  it  passed  to  his  heirs.  He  can  no  longer  be  a  citizen.  His  allegiance  ended 
with  his  life.  He  doea  not  even  presnut  the  claim  by  ttiis  administrator j  for  the  ad- 
ministrator in  bis  memorial  says  the  "  present  beneficial  owqois  are  the  crediters  and 
beire  of  Delrien,  who  are  legally  represented  by  your  memorialist."  The  administra- 
tor does  net  represent  Delneu,  but  his  creditors  and  heirs.  Delrien  was  the  person 
waiust  whose  property  the  acts  were  committed,  and  fur  that  reason  is  properly  men- 
mined  in  tbe  memorial  and  his  French  citizenship  alleged. 

The  force  of  the  words  nsed  In  the  second  article — "  the  Commission  shall  decide  all 
claims  of  the  aforesaid  cliaraoter  prttented  to  them  by  the  citizens  of  either  country," 
as  indicating  that  the  real  claioiants  who  jireseut  then  must  be  citizens— is  sought  to 
be  avoided  by  saying  that  the  words  were  ''  accidentally  used  "  by  Mr.  Everts.  Their 
forcp  is  too  potent  and  sigDificant  te  admit  of  snch  an  explauatiou,  mid  few  public 
men  are  more  notable  ihan  tbe  gentleman  referred  to  for  seleclinjj  words  not  "  by 
•cddent,"  but  with  intent  to  eotpress  tbe  ciact  meaning.  Tbe  words  used  show  that 
the  real  and  living  persons  are  meant,  who  are  to  present  thoir  claims,  and  they  must 
be  French  citizens;  and  though  the  claims  must  be  presented  by  tbe  agents  of  the  Qov- 
ernmenls,  yet  that  is  but  the  form  of  the  proceeding,  while  the  substance  is  that  be- 
hind these  Government  agents  stand  tbe  real  claimants  to  whom  the  article  refera. 
Frntice  has  no  pecnniary  interest  in  the  awiird.  She  asks  pecuniary  compensation, 
nnl  fur  herself,  but  as  reparation  for  the  wrong  done  her  citizens. 

It  is  nrged  that  the  claim  belongs  to  the  estate  of  the  deceased,  and  that  if  the  de- 
c«aHed  was  a  citizen  of  France  that  is  eiiougli.  Iu  reality  "tbe  estate  of  tlio  de- 
ceased "  is  only  another  form  of  expression  for  "  the  heirs  of  the  deceased  claimant." 
H.  El.  235 14  , 
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irpon  the  ilea th  of  the  nncealor  the  claim  JescenilB  to  the  heirs  (aabjeot  to  tbedebtanf 
creiMtora,  bat  none  are  hereHbona),  who  then  brroiue  the  avnen  of  the  claim — theiul 
clnimaDte — and  who  are  " privale  individn^la,"  uot  "une  entity  inipeiMnncllc.'' 
They  do  uot  appear  before  us  as  olaiinaiits,  probably  be<rantie  they  aietjot  French  citi- 
zens, and  canuot  take  the  oath  required  by  onr  rnles  that  they  are  Freoch  citiiei]«. 
Henue  they  seek  to  evade  (be  proviHious  of  the  conventioD  requiring  the  claiioaots  to 
be  French  citizens  by  pnttiug  forward  an  adininietrator  as  claimant,  who,  becaiue  be  is 
not  a  real  claiinaDt,  lint  on  1^  a  mere  representative  of  othera,  need  nnt  be  a  Frenob  citi- 
zen nor  make  oath  that  be  IS.  Then  the  heiraolaim  that  the  French  citiiensbip  of  Del- 
rieii  is  HuOicieut  to  enable  the  admiiilstrator  to  recover  for  tkMr  benefit. 

It  in  in  the  nature  of  all  judicial  proceedings  that,  so  far  aspoaaibte,  the  rral  paitie* 
whow  rights  are  to  be  in  vest!  gated,  and  who  will  be  bound  by  thejudgmenta  rendeied, 
shall  appearand  be  made  parties.  Especially  shonld  this  be  so  when  the  very  ligbtta 
recover  depends,  as  it  dors  here,  upon  two  facta  which  ans  personal  to  the  clsimanli, 
viz,  French  citizenship  and  neutrality — facts  which  cannot  be  investigated  nntil  the 
real  claimants  are  known. 

Hence,  in  our  judgment,  when  the  conveuliun  S{>eak8  of  the  "olaims  of  French  eit- 
izena"  it  means  to  refer  to  real  and  living  claimants  who  were  French  citiienaat  the 
time  the  convention  was  framed. 

ir. 

The  reason  of  the  case,  as  well  as  the  trrms  of  the  convention,  requiiea  that  tbt 
claimants  should  be  French  citizeus.  h'rutich  oitizons  owe  France  allegiance  and 
■erviee  in  pe»ce  and  war,  and  in  return  are  entitled  to  het  protection.  But  Amerioan, 
British,  German,  or  other  foreign  citizens  do  not  owe  France  allegiance  end  cannot 
claim  her  protection.  8be  will  not  int«rr«re  in  their  behalf,  bat  leavea  them  to  the 
proleotioQ  of  their  own  QoverumentB,  EnjieciAliy  France  ongbt  uot  to  and  wilt  not 
interfeiB  in  behalf  of  American  citizens  againat  their  own  Government.  That  would 
Joatly  be  regarded  tisottVneive  to  thedigoity  and  honor  of  the  United  States.  Il  would 
virtually  be  saying  to  the  United  States,  "Yon  do  not  regard  the  rights  andredrMi 
the  wrongs  of  American  citizens,  and  so  we  are  obliged  to  interfere  lu  their  behalf" 
No  Oovemtnent  will  permit  another  to  intervene  between  it  and  its  own  citizens,  and 
no  Government  is  more  acrnpulons  than  Franco  in  not  trenching  upon  this  sacred 
principle  of  national  independence. 

III. 

The  preoedeuta  all  sustain  this  decision. 

The  olaims  of  British  subjects  against  the  United  Slates,  which  the  Britisb  and 
American  Claims  CommiHlon  was  established  to  adjust,  were  of  the  same  character 
as  the  claims  of  French  citizens  which  this  Commission  is  to  settle.  Hence,  the  treaty 
which  created  that  Commission  served  as  the  model  of  this,  and  the  articles  of  tlist 
treaty  and  of  this  convention  are  almoat  uniformly  the  same,  both  in  substance  and 
language. 

Oil  the  potht  of  citizenship  they  are  th?  same.  Hence,  decisions  of  that  Commlision 
are  of  great  valne  for  our  instruction  and  guidance. 

The  decision  of  that  Couitoisaiou  iu  tho  case  of  Mrs.  Grayson  f  Ko.  291,  Hale's  R^ 
port,  p.  19)  is  directly  in  point  to  sustain  the  decision  we  now  make. 

One  Cowley,  a  British  subject,  had  a  claim  against  the  Unit-ed  3t«t«a.  He  died. 
Hia  widow  married  a  Mr.  Graraon,  an  American  citizen,  and  ao  by  marriage  becanie 
an  American  citizen.  The  heiru  of  Cowley  were  British  subjects.  Tbo  Commission 
held  that  she,  having  become  an  American  citizen,  could  not  recover  for  her  half,bnt 
that  the  heirs,  wbo  lemained  British  subjects,  were  cutilledto  an  award  for  their  balf. 
Apply  the  principle  of  tfant  cate  to  this.  If  the  widow  or  heirs  of  Delrieu  have  be- 
come American  citizens  thty  cannot  recovi^r ;  bnt  if  they  remain  French  ciUaeDS  they 

Wo  can  hardly  suppose  that  this  decision,  then  a  recent  one,  was  onknown  totlw 
learned  Secretary  uf  State  and  the  able  and  accomplish!^  F^ncb  minister  who  nego- 
tiated this  couvention.  If  they  bad  intended  that  a  different  principle  from  the  one 
so  established,  viz,  the  one  contended  fur  by  the  claimant  here,  should  be  the  lav  of 
this  Commission,  they  donblless  would  have  introduced  into  the  articles  of  this  con- 
vention some  clause  expressing  the  change  they  desired  and  declaring  the  new  prin- 
ciple they  wished  to  adopt.  But  they  made  uo  change.  In  adopting  the  language  of 
the  British  treaty  they  must  be  held  to  hav&  adopted  the  oonstrnotion  put  upon  that 
Ian  gn  age. 

If  it  be  tme,  aa  stated  in  the  brief  for  Roman,  that  this  decision  of  the  British  and 
American  Claima  Commiaaion  ia  "against  public  law,  justice,  and  equity,  aii^haa 
been  ahown  to  be  in  practice  unjuat,  inequitable,  and  utterly  vain  and  fntllB,"it 
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iWDis  aa  if  it  nonid  have  atlracted  tbe  sttention  of  tbe  ^eotlemen  who  drew  up  the 
couTBution,  and  tbai  the;  would  have  inserted  aome  nrticle  In  it  to  (ruard  ogainat 
rach  ■  dscision  in  the  future. 

Wh  tbinlc  the  decision  was  right ;  that  the  precedent  is  a  good  oue,  atid  onght  to 
be  folloved. 

We  are  not  aware  that  any  precedent  can  be  fimnd  in  tbe  JudgmeDts  of  any  inter- 
Datioaal  eominis^ion  anstalning  the  doctrine  that  tbe  citiiEeaHbip  of  a  deceased  clalm- 
ant  is  BntBcitnt  when  tbe  real  clainauta  are  cut  citiiens. 

The  case  of  ComeKys  e.  Vassii  has  lie«n  much  preascd  as  aa  autbority  for  this  doc- 
trine, but  tbe  question  that  arises  here  did  not  ariae  in  that  cbab.  Vasse  and  his 
uiigTMeH  were  alive,  atid  the  interuationat  I'ourt  bad  full  jnriBdictioa.  Vaase  and 
Cmnngys  both  cluiuted  that  the  Cotutuission  hud  jurisdiction  and  that  tbe  award  waa 
valid,  and  JCidge  Story  says  thai  the  award  tvaii  dual  and  conclusive  and  not  re- 
ciHmiiiable  by  aoy  other  tribunal.  IIJio  questions  in  that  case  were  not  as  to  what 
filers  were  nece««iry  to  givB  the  Intarnntional  Commiseion  jurisdiction,  but,  first, 
vhelber  the  award,  being  to  the  aiwigueiM,  was  uoncluaivu  against  Vaase ;  and,  second, 
whether  the  claim  under  the  haukrupt  lan's  pasHod  tu  the  assignees.  Noquostion 
UOM  or  could  arise  in  regard  to  rfbut  foots  were  necessary  to  give  tlie  Commission 
jarisdietlon.  The  passage  cited  from  JudKe  Story's  opinion  was  a  mere  "o6i*er  rfio- 
iHi,"  true  in  that  case,  but  not  correct  if  Vasse  bad  lippn  dead  and  tbe  i[iiGstioD  had 
.irisec  whether  bis  heirs  or  Rssiguees,  not  being  Amei'icnn  citizens,  couhl  present  the 
claim  and  tn^e  tbe  Commlaeion  juriMliction.  Uut  Hnch  a  case — such  as  this  is — was 
net  befiire  tbe  coart  uor  in  tbe  mind  of  the  Judge,  and  the  remark  cited  can  have  no 
applioaUon  to  it. 

Ill  [Ills  coanection  it  is  proiier  for  us  to  say  that  no  questiiin  as  to  the  ultimate  dis- 
tribntiuo  of  tlie  fund  among  those  who  may  claim  it  by  conflicting  titlrs  can  oristt 
Wfon  as.  We  inquire  aa  to  who  the  claimants  art,  and  whether  they  are  French 
citizens,  ouly  so  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  give  us  jurisdiction,  and  in  the  decision  W6 
here  make  there  is  nothing  that  conflicts  in  the  least  with  the  decision  of  Coiilogys  D, 
Tasse.  When  jnrisd  lot  ion  is  established, then  tbe  award  is  given  tu  the  claimants, 
aa  Ihsy  are  entitled  to  it  according  to  the  evidence. 

IV. 

If  the  Btatements  in  the  memorial  are  snffloient,  then  it  need  only  be  proved  that 
Delrien  was  a  French  citiieo  and  did  not  aid  tbe  Confederacy  to  entitle  tbe  heirs  to 
tbe  award.  They  need  not  prove  that  they  were  neutral.  It  is  enough  that  Delt^en  ' 
«as.  These  real  claimants,  though  in  the  service  of  the  Confederacy  during  the  whole 
fonr  yean  of  the  war,  will  receive  compensation,  while  the  claims  of  all  other  Freneb 
claimants  would  be  defeated  by  snoh  facts. 

Bat  it  ia  when  we  consider  tbe  real  claintuitA  as  American  citizens  that  the  nn- 
reasonablenesB  of  the  doctrine  is  most  apparent. 

Sappose,  when  this  Convention  was  being  frani' 

sai'l.  We  wish  that  American  citizens,  who  are  th  _    .  . , 

aball  have  the  same  rigbt  to  an  allowance  for  tbe  claims  of  the  deceased  that  French 
citizens  have— tbe  American  Goverument  would  have  replied.  No;  and  for  two  rea- 
,  sons.  1st.  We  take  care  of  and  protect  the  rights  of  American  citizens,  and  it  is  not 
for  any  foreign  Ouvemment  to  interfere  in  their  behalf  against  ns.  2d.  The  rule  an  to 
them  and  their  conduct  and  obligations  to  the  GoverumenC  is  very  diflVreut  from  that 
of  French  citizens.  French  cilizeus  were  bound  only  to  be  neutral,  and  they  did  their 
vholedniy  if  they  remained  strictly  neutral.  But  American  citizens  were  bound  to  be 
loyal  to  the  Government — to  actively  aid  it  when  called  upon.  Nentriillly  wan  not 
enongb  for  them;  and  their  claims  cannot  he  allowed  on  the  proof  of  uentrality,  aa 
those  of  French  citizens  are. 

But  it  is  npon  the  plain  language  of  the  Convention  that  we  rest  thisdeciniun.  We 
allnde  to  the  reason  of  tbe  case,  the  precedents  of  the  British  and  American  CJaims 
Camaitsflion,  and  the  unreasonable  results  to  follow  from  a  contrary  rultt,  only  as 
•tningtheaing  tbe  conclusion  which  we  draw  from  tbe  text  of  the  Convention. 
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Exhibit  6. 
french  and  american  claims  commission. 

PiRRRB  Hovauk      ) 
The  United  Statm.  S 

DiMtnting  opinion  nf  Mr.  Comnttiioner  AUli*. 

[Filed  April  W.lSei.l 

In  the  decision  of  this  ct 

I  reBpeotfiilly  offer  my  n 
the  record  of  tbe  case. 

Upon  the  be^rioK  of  Ch[a  case  it  Appears  from  Exhibit  B  (pp.  98,  99,  100)  that  tha 
elftiniKDt,  Pierre  Noaf;u6,  bought  a  slave  of  Madame  Roudeau  on  tbe  25th  Hay,  ISO. 

The  French  law  (see  sec.  8  of  the  Ian  of  April  27,  18W)  providBH  ; 

"A  I'avernir,  ni6me  en  pays  Stranger,  i!  eat  interdit  i  r«ut  Fraogaia,  depowcdsr, 
d'aoheter  on  de  veudre  des  esclaveset  de  parlioiper  eoit  direolement  solt  inditeetmnral, 
k  tout  Craficoueiploitatiunde  co  geore.  Toute  infraction  ft  cea  diapositioDs  eulrainera 
la  perle  dc  la  quality  de  citoyen  Frausais." 

A  proviso  of  the  Ian  allowed  those  owniogalavea  three  years  toooDfonn  to  the  lav 
by  freein){or  disposing  of  their  slaves,  and  this  waa  afterwards  HXt«iided  to  (en  years. 

On  the  25th  May,  moH  (see  Dalioz,  1656,  41h  partie,  lois,  decreta  et  iwtea  lesUlatiri, 
p.  62),  a^r  full  investigation  and  report  from  a  coramittee,  the  IairofIbe2TtI]  April, 
1846,  waa  modified  so  that  it  sboald  not  apply  to  those  owdcth  of  slareA  who  owned 
or  po«aesaed  them  before  the  27th  April,  1346:  or  vhose  ownership  or  posaessioa  of  the 
alavea  "  reaulterait  soil  de  saacesslon,  soit  de  conventions  matrimonlales ; "  that  ia, 
came  by  succeasiou,  or  inheritance,  by  gifts  teatamentary,  or  itt;«r  vito$,  or  by  matri- 
monial a^wemenis  or  suttleuenta. 

Aa  Mr.  Noogiid  bonght  the  slave  in  May,  IS&S,  be  does  not  come  nilbin  any  of  the 
exceptions  of  the  law ;  that  ia,  be  did  not  own  tlie  slave  before  April  27,  1646,  noi  did 
hU  ownership  arise  from  anccesaion  ot  inberitaDce,  from  gift  or  niarriage  agre«meut. 
It  woa  the  very  aat  of  voluntarily  buying  aud  ownicg  a  alave,  which,  by  the  Fiencli 
law,  "entrainera  la  perte  de  la  quality  de  uitoyen  Franfiais,"  involves  tbe  loss  of 
French  citizenship. 

Tbe  Exhibit  B  is  tbe  uotonal  act  hy  which  Nongu^  bought  and  Madame  Roadean 
sold  the  slave,  and  is,  by  tbe  law  of  Looialana,  the  proper  legal  reoord  aud  proof  of 
the  sale  and  purchase ;  and  it  ia  admitted  that  Nougu€,  tbe  claimant,  is  tbe  Noogn^ 
named  in  tbe  notarial  record. 

'fhe  proper  and  legal  proof,  by  notarial  record,  of  tbe  pnrchase  of  the  slave  in  Uay, 
181)9,  by  the  cluimiint  is  furniabad  us  by  the  defendant,  Qovemment.  No  attempt  is 
made  by  the  claimant,  though  a  n-itaeas,  lo  dtiny  or  dispute  the  fact.  May  we  not 
properly  say  that  the  fact  is  proved  beyond  diapute  f  The  irreatible  coucluaion  is  that 
Mr.  Nongufi  is  not  a  French  citizen  by  French  law ;  that  by  hie  own  volnntary  act 
in  doing  what  is  forliiddea  by  French  law,  he  baa  incurred  tba  loss  of  French  oitiMii- 
sbip. 

Two  otIjectioDa  are  made  to  this  couclnaion  by  tbe  oonnael  for  the  claimant. 

1st.  That  the  words  of  the  act  of  April  27j  1848,  "  la  parte  de  la  qualitd  de  dtoysn 
Fran^ais,"  doee  not  mean  loaa  of  French  nationality,  bnt  onlyof  tbe  right  to  volesnd 
bold  office. 

(A.)  To  determine  what  is  the  just  oonatruction  of  a  law,  we  may  look  not  only  at 
the  words  usrd  in  the  statute,  but  to  the  report  of  the  committee  authorixed  to  con- 
sider the  snbject,  and  to  propose  a  law  for  adoption  by  tbe  Corps  Legislatif. 

Referring  to  the  report  of  tbe  committ«e  that  was  authorised  by  tbe  Corps Legis- 
.  latif  to  present  a  law  on  this  subject,  aud  which  presented  this  law,  we  Snd  the  most 
conclusive  proof  that  the  words  *'  perte  de  U  quality  de  ciioyen  Francis"  were  in- 
tended to  mean  "lorn  of  nationB!ity."lassof  all  the  righis  of  oitiieiiBhipaa  eipreaaed 
in  the  oonatitiitiOB  of  France,  and  wnich  are  Involved  "in  allegiance,"  and  for  which 
France  guarautees  "protection." 

The  report  of  the  cotuiuittee  which  preaontod  this  law  sara: 

"  II  vent  que  le  Franfais  nn  qucique  pays  qu'il  reside  abdEqoe  le  honteux  priviltae 
de  posaiSder  nn  hooime ;  la  qnaliti^  de  tualtre  devient  incompatible  avec  le  titre  i' 
oitoyen  Fronfaie :  c'est  renier  son  pava  que  d'en  renier  le  dagme  fondamentale."  (See 
Dalloz.) 

(B.)  Again,  in  1858,  when  tbe  law  and  tbe  proposed  roodifloation  of  it,  as  before 
stated,  cauie  before  the  Corps  Legislatif,  the  oominictua,  in  their  report  proposing  the 
modifioations  then  adopted,  said:  "Le  sentiment  de  dignity  nationale  nrfusedere- 
nonaltre   UD  Francnis  dans  Thomme  qni  fait  de  son  aerablable  nn  objet  de  com- 


FBENCH  AND  AHGBICAN   CLAIMS   COMUISSIOK.  213 

wtKt  et  de  iDcre."  It  proceeds  to  say  tbat  to  enforce  the  law  more  tlinn  twenty 
IbaoMod  FreDchmen  ia  North  AniBrica,  Cuba,  aod  Brazil  will  be  "ttoDS  peine  d'etre 
dWB(ionali»A;"  that  they  will  be  forced  to  choose  lietween  tho  mio.of  tbeir  for- 
tme  and  the  abjeralioti  of  l\Hr  nalionalilt.  Aftnr  proposioK  the  modifications  i^ 
tbelaw  M  adopted  in  18f>ri,  It  closed  thus:  "11  n'est  cepeiidant  pas  iudiffSrent^  an 
poiQte  de  vue  de  la  dignity  natiouale,  de  conaacrer  de  nouveau,  apr^  dix  ana  d'exp6- 
rionce,  le  principe  que  oul  FranfaU  ne  peut,  en  qiielqiie  pays  qit'il  habite,  fttre  un 
mucbaud,  on  iii6iue  un  simple  aobeteur  d'esciaves."  such  language  can  ''PP'?  ouly 
t>)  the  "  cltoyeu  Fran;ais  "  in  its  largest  sense  as  used  in  the  GoostituUoit.  'Die  worda 
»re  "nnl  Francais." 

(C.)  As  the  owner  of  slaves  could  not  reside  in  France  or  its  colonies  and  own 
«l»v«i  there,  Lnt  innst  reside  in  a  foreign  country  that  tolerated  slavery,  it  is  plain 
thai  tbe  penalty  of  not  voting  and  holdiog  ottce  in  France,  as  olaimaot  cant«nds, 
WDold  be  for  the  slave-holder  bo  pesaltv  at  all.  He  wonld  have  to  choose  not  "  be- 
tveea  the  loss  of  his  fortnne  and  the  abjuration  uf  his  nationality,"  but  between  th« 
IiHs  of  his  furtnne  and  the  exercise  of  political  riKhta  which  he  had  votuntarily  reliu- 
qnished  and  could  not  exercise,  and  which  theretore  were  of  no  account  to  him. 

So,  too,  women  in  France  cannot  vote  and  hold  ofBce.  Did  this  law  intend  to  leave 
thcDi  free  to  tenjaiu  French  and  still  to  huv  and  aell  slaves  T 

The  words  employed, "  citoyen  Prancaia,"  were  intended  to  be  used  in  theu 


which  tbey  are  uaed  in  the  constitution  of  \tiia,  as  descriptive  of  tbe  riirhts  and 
"^      tity  of  all  Frenchmen,  and  as  synonymous  with  the  term  "  Fran^ais,    as  UMid 
'Cnarte  Const  itati  one  lie"  of  1630,  and  not  in  the  narrow  sense  of  a  vot«r  and 


an  office -holder. 

Sd.  The  second  objection  is  that  the  loss  of  ciliEenship  mnst  be  established  by  the 
rerord  of  some  eompe tent  judicial  tribunal  of  France,  and  this  can  be  shown  only  by 
the  record  of  the  proper  >  renoh  anthoritles.  At  the  same  time  that  the  coansel  pro- 
pounded this  novel  doctrine  they  admit  that  "France  has  not  yet  established  any 
metliod  of  ascertain  ing  what  portion  of  its  citizens  resident  in  the  United  States  have 
fsllsn  nnder  decree." 

(A.)  The  result  of  the  two  propositions  is  that  the  record  of  a  competent  jodicial 
tribunal  of  France  is  the  proper  and  only  proof  of  the  loss  of  French  citizenship  on- 
dsrthis  law;  and  that  there  is  no  snch  competent  judicial  tribunal  as  yet  established 
touoertain  the  fact,  and  therefore  there  cannot  be  any  such  record.  This  seems  to 
nw  to  be  what  tbe  logiciane  call  the  "  radnetio  ad  abiurdum."  It  is  not  ]ioestble  to  get 
record  proof,  therefore  record  proof  in  the  only  proper— the  indispensable  proof. 

It  is  quite  true,  as  the  counsel  Hay,  that  the  French  law  does  not  provide  either  by 
1  special  statute,  or  by  any  general  law,  how  tbe  loas  of  French  citizenship  shall  be 
established  and  shown.  In  the  absenco  of  sucb  law  aa  to  the  method  or  mode  of  pro- 
cedure to  establish  it,  the  laW  itself  does  not  become  null  and  void.  Tbe  law  is  still 
in  full  force,  and  libe  all  other  laws,  is  to  bo  enforced  in  France  by  the  ordiuary  tri- 
bunals of  France  before  which  the  question  may  arise,  and  out  of  France  by  any  tri- 
bunal established  by  the  authority  or  with  the  consent  of  France,  and  before  which 
lbs  question  of  lo8«  of  citizenship  properly  arises. 

If  France  in  declaring  what  facts  entailed  tbe  loss  of  French  citizenship  bad  also 

Erovided  a  special  tribunal  for  ascertatning  the  fact — eo  that  the  finding  of  the  foot 
y  that  tribunial  was  easential  to  the  loss  of  French  citizenship — then  anoh  ao  objee* 
tion  aa  is  here  made  would  be  valid-  But  there  ia  nothing  of  tbe  kindi  there  is  do 
■Qcb  French  law,  general  or  specia!.  The  law  declaring  how  French  citizniisbip  Is 
Inst,  what  voluntary  acta  of  a  French  citizen  shall  deprive  him  of  his  French  nation- 
slily,  is  a  general  law.  No  apeoial  tribanal  is  created  to  take  Jurisdiction  of  it  and 
to  settle  the  status  of  the  party  in  all  cases  and  everywhere.  It  stands,  therf  fore,  like 
*U  other  laws.  Its  execution  is  committed  to  the  ordinary  tribunals,  before  which 
queiilLona  growing  out  of  the  law  may  arise,  to  settle  the  question  in  tbe  cose  where 
it  arises.  It  ia  the  province  and  proper  dnty  of  all  courts  of  geueral  Jurisdictioa  to  take 
Mgnuanee  of  all  cases  and  questions  arLsiOK  under  the  laws  of  the  laud  when  they 
come  before  them,  and  when  no  other  special  tribunal  is  eipresslv  provided. 

(B.)  This  commission  ia  a  conrt  established  by  the  republics  of  Franco  and  the 
liuited  States  of  America,  It  has  complete,  ample,  and  exulnsive  jurisdiction  of  cer- 
tain claims  by  the  citizens  of  each  country  upon  the  Governmeot  of  tbe  other.  It  hAs 
no  jurisdiction  of  a  claim  against  tbe  United  States  unless  the  person  presenting  it  ia 
t  citizen  of  France.  Hence  the  question  whether  the  person  presenting  the  claim  Is 
or  is  not  a  French  citizen  is  the  first  questiou  that  arises  upon  the  examination  of 
everv  claim.  The  convention  does  not  restrict  ua  in  any  mauner  as  to  the  evidence 
we  shall  receive  upon  thin  point.  We  have  the  right  to  admit,  we  are  bound  to  re- 
ceive and  consider,  all  evidence  upon  this  question  which  courts  of  geiicr.it  jiigisdto- 
tioo  either  in  France  or  the  Unit«d  States  would  receive  if  the  question  wore  pending 
bsfom  them.  In  suoh  courta  the  question  alwuys  is,  does  the  eviiieuce  offered  tend  to 
prove  or  to  disprove  the  point  at  isauo  t  With  us  it  Is.  does  the  evidence  tend  to  prove 
or  to  disprove  the  faot  upon  which  French  citizenship  resist 
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The  right  conforreil,  the  duty  [niposed  on  ns  (see  Art.  T  of  the  CoDTenlion),  "to 
oonsldor  and  decide"  tbis  queation  of  citizen  ship— the  vital  qnestioD  od  which  our 
jDrisdiction  resta— confer  upon  ub  also  the  right,  aud  inipoKs  on  na  the  duty  of  r«- 
ceiTing  all  nod  auj-  l^al  evidence  which  tenda  tn  prove  or  disprove  that  fact.  Th« 
Conventtou  impoeeg  only  one  tioittation  na  to  the  evidence,  and  that  is  that  we  mini 
decide  the  claime  "  upon  evidence  or  information  only  as  shall  be  Aimished  by  oron 
behalf  of  the  respective  Governments  in  support  of  or  in  answer  to  any  claim." 
(Art.  V.O 

This  is  the  only  HniitatloD  or  restriction  imposed  by  the  Convention  npon  as.  In 
all  other  renpeots,  as  to  re«eiviDg  and  considering  evidence,  we  have,  in  lesard  to 
qneations  within  oar  Jurisdiction,  the  same  right  and  the  same  dnty  that  all  other 
eonrts  of  general  jurisdiction  bave  when  the  same  or  similar  qnestibna  arise  befors 


(C.)  If  TrancehadintEDded  tclimit  QSUT  reqtiiToiMtobegoTem«dby  tbedccitiou 
of  her  conrts  npon  tbie  question,  or,  rather,  bad  intended  to  qiecially  rMjnire  of  os  (o 
consider  all  persons  hon>  in  Prance  French  cititnnabip.uiileesa  record  ofaPTenc 


declaring  that  tliev  bad  lost  their  cltixensbip  wasprodoeed,  andtlut  nootherevideiiM 
bnt  Bnch  record  shoald  ba  received,  such  a  novel  and  nnasaal  departure  fhnn  the 
tnles  of  evidence  as  recognized  hy  courts  Hboiild  have  been  expressly  iaserted  in  &t 
Convention. 

There  is  no  sncb  law  in  France, 

There  is  no  Hucb  decisioD  of  any  French  court.  The  indaatry  and  researoh  of  oobd- 
•el  bave  failed  to  find  one. 

There  is  no  such  rule  of  evidence  recogoised  in  the  decisions  of  iutemational  eom- 
miuions  auywhet'e  or  at  any  time. 

The  doctrine  ih  unknown  b)  writers  on  pnblio  laws.  It  Is  oppOMd  to  Uie  mhaof 
evidence  as  recogitiied  in  all  courts  of  general  Jurisdiciioo.  and  in  the  tMatisesnpoD 
evidence  of  writ^Ts  of  the  hiuhest  authority. 

(D.)  It  is  almost  inipoeaihle  that  such  a  record  of  a  French  coart  should  exist.  Tbe 
Frenchman  who  owns  slaves  contrary  to  French  law  will  not  reside  Id  Franoe  or  in 
her  colonies,  bnt  iu  a  foreign  country,  where  slavery  is  tolerated.  He  would  rarely  if 
Aver  return  to  France  to  exvrciHe  any  other  than  those  civil  rights  which  are  now  so 
generally,  almost  nnivereally,  graut^d  to  all  foreigners.  Hence  Uie  question  as  to  his 
citizenship  could  scarcely  arise  in  France  and  come  before  a  French  court.  To  requite 
the  proof  of  loes  of  citizenship  by  tbe  record  of  a  French  court,  and  exclude  all  otbN- 
evtdence  of  the  fact,  Is  requiring  a  kind  of  proof  that  scarcely  ever  exists— a  kind  of 
proof  not  required  by  pnhlic  Ian-  or  by  Frencb  law,  or  by  international  commiBsioBi, 
and  is  opposed  to  tbe  practice  of  all  high  courts. 

(G. )  If  the  fact  were  of  a  nature  that  wunld  appear  of  record  in  the  ordinary  oonne 
of  business  life,  then  there  would  be  reason  for  reqniriug  the  record.  Bat  the  con- 
trary is  tme.  Tbe  fact  is  a  voluntary  act  of  the  slave-owner  in  a  foreign  country. 
Ho  proof  of  it  exists  bnt  in  the  foreign  country.  The  fact  would  raT«ly  if  ever  b« 
knoivn  in  France.  It  conld  never  appear  of  record  In  France  unless  the  slave-owner 
should  return  to  France  and  attempt  to  exercise  rights  belonsing  only  to  Frenofa  eiti- 
cens.  Now,  in  France  all  ordinary  civil  rights  are  beatowea  upon  foreigners.  Itjs 
only  ftom  political  rights — such  as  to  vote  and  hold  ofBoe — that  they  are  excloded. 
And  hence  a  proceeding  in  a  French  court  to  establish  the  loss  of  citizenship  through 
alave-bolding  abroad,  and  so  that  the  lose  could  be  proved  hy  record,  wonld  be  a  moit 
nnnaual  and  extraordinary  event.     To  require  such  record  proof  is  really  to  repeal 

(F.)  Nor  is  there  any  reason  why  the  fact  should  he  proved  hy  the  record  of  a  French 

The  act  of  buying  a  slave  is  the  voluntary  act  of  the  Individual.  In  making  the  pur- 
chase he  must  conform  to  the  laws  of  tbe  country  which  regulate  snob  sales.  He 
makes  no  record  in  France  ;  he  hides  the  act  from  French  authorities,  for  he  well 
knows  that  it  is  iu  violation  of  French  law,  and  that  thereby  he  forfeits  his  eitiieu- 
ship.  It  is  contrary  to  reason  to  require  a  kind  of  proof  that  cannot  be  snppoe(*d  to 
exist  when  the  proper  and  legal  aud  ueual  proof  hy  notarial  record  exists  and  ta 
offered  in  evidence. 

By  the  laws  of  Louisiana  and  of  the  United  Btates,  the  notarial  record  is-the  lejEsI 
proof  of  the  sale  aud  purchase  of  the  slave ;  the  legal  and  sutBcient  proof.  VTbf  is 
Dot  the  proof  of  the  purchase  of  a  slave,  which  is  required  by  the  law  of  the  United 
States,  when  tbe  purchase  is  made  on  United  Htates  soil,  the  best,  the  only,  and  tbe 
paramount  proof  I  It  is  tbe  proof  that  would  be  requiried  in  a  French  court,  if  the 
question  should  ever  come  before  it. 

The  proof  of  the  act  is  one  thing,  the  conseqnenoes  which  Bow  ftom  it.  another. 

The  consequences  of  the  act  depend  not,  on  tne  kind  of  proof  of  the  aot,  but  upon 
what  (^euch  law  declares  the  consequences  shall  be.  The  French  law  dectarM 
that  the  act  itself  entiiils  the  loss  of  citizenship ;  nowhere  does  it  say  that  the  set 
is  not  enough  unless  iD  is  proved  in  and  established  by  a  F^noh  oourt.     If  the  Con* 
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LegtiUlif  bad  intendad  that  before  citizetisbiu  nas  lott  there  ihould  be  uot  ualy  the 
let.  bm  also  a  decree  of  eome  Freuch  court,  tbat  the  net  wkh  proved,  why  n-oe  not 
■ovh  a  proviaioD  enacted  with  the  lawT  Why  was  not  soiae  metUml  provided  by 
which  persons  ao  forfeiting  citiienship  should  .or  would  be  called  before  some  court, 
ud  the  trial  and  proof  and  proper  reciirrt  be  made  there  I  By  oluitting  all  sach 
ipecial  provioionii  tlie  qaoBtion  n-as  left  to  any  tribunal  having  jurisdiction  of  tbe 
qneition  tu  fiad  the  fact  and  the  low  of  citizenship  according  to  the  geniiral  rule«of 

(0.)  The  priiiciple  involved  lo  the  droioios  of  thiefiueatioureacheiibeyoudthelawa 
uf  FrsDCc,  and  niUBt.  have  its  application  to  other  coitutrivH  having  lawa  declaring 
h«w  oitiernsbip  shall  be  lost. 

PBt'ssiA. — The  qnatity  of  a  I'rnssiau  subject  is  lost ;  (I)  By  diecbarge  upon  sabject's 
reqneet;  (2;  By  sentence  of  tbe  competent  authority ;  (3)  By  living  ten  yean  in  a  for- 
eign country ;  (4 )  Hy  the  marriage  of  a  female  subject  with  a  foreigner ;  (5)  Subjeota 
living  in  a  foreign  country  may  lose  their  quality  as  Prussians  by  a  declaration  of  the 
police  authority  of  Prussia  if  they  da  not  obey,  within  tbe  time  fixed,  tlie  oxpreaa  aum- 
mont  for  reluruiur  to  Prnsaia.     (Fur.  lUl.,  part  'id,  lliT.t,  \>.  1434.) 

Tbe  Srst,  second,  and  third  modes  are  specially  regiilatecl  by  Prussian  laws,  aud 
therefore  tbeproof  of  conformity  to  these  laws  must  be  shown  by  the  records  of  thoae 
tribunals  appointed  by  the  laws  for  the  decision  of  such  coses.  But  liow  can  the 
third  mode,  "  living  ten  years  in  a  foreign  oonuLry,"  be  sbowu  by  the  record  of » 
ProMian  courtT  Theeniigrsnt  givea  iianutice  of  bis  leaving  Prnsitia.  The  fact  in 
not  known  to  the  Prnsnian  Government.  1'he  fact  of  ten  years'  residence  abroad  is  ai- 
pntsly  made  to  ueces«arily  entail  the  loss  of  Prussian  citizenship.  It  is  immaterial 
vhetber  he  left  Prussia  with  or  without  permission,  or  whether  he  has  been  sum- 
moned to  return,  he  loses  bia  citizenship  by  ten  yenrs'  lesidenoe  abroud.  Ten  years' 
rendence  abroad  is  conclusive  proof  that  he  lives  abroad,  n»i9  eapril  de  rrlour. 

So  the  fonrtb  mode — marriage  with  a  foreigner — cauuot  be  shown  by  the  record  of  a 
eonrc,  hst  must  beehown  by  such  proof  ab  the  laws  of  the  country  where  the  marriage 
took  place  makes  tbe  legal  and  proper  proof.  This  legislation  of  Pnissia  shows  what 
■henid  be  the  true  rule  as  to  the  proof  to  show  loss  of  nationality. 

Where  the  express  law  of  the  conntry  eiiactJi  what  note  involve  the  loss  of  citizen- 
ship, and  provides  a  court  of  legal  pmceeiiiiig  by  which  such  acts  may  be  ascertained 
(st  the  let,  '.'d,  and  3d  modes  oflosing  and  ofpi-oving  the  loss  of  citizenship  in  Prns- 
■ia),  there  the  loss  of  citizenship  is  not  comnlete  till  it  is  ascertained  and  declared 
throngb  snoh  tribunal,  and  then  the  record  is  proof 

Bnt  where  tbe  act  which  forfeits  citizenship  happens  in  a  foreign  country,  and 
would  rarely  lie  known  to  the  authorities  of  the  native  conntry,  and  no  tribunal  or 
mode  of  legally  ascertaining  and  eatablishing  it  Is  oreatsd  by  law,  there  the  act  Is  to 
be  proved  before  any  oonrt  of  general  jurisdiction  in  which  the  qnestion  arises  by 
snj  proof  admisBible  under  the  rules  of  evidenr^  which  such  courts  recognise,  and 
Uiat  is  by  any  evidence  which  lendi  to  establish  tbe  fact  to  be  proved. 

This  Commission  is  a  court  having  Jurisdiction  of  certain  classes  of  claims.  In  ita 
proeeedings  as  to  the  admissibility  of  evidence— when  not  restricted  by  tbe  conven- 
lion — it  shoo  Id  be  governed  by  those  settled  rules  of  evidence  which  the  conrts  of  the 
two  conn  tries,  parties  to  the  convention,  recogDize  as  just  and  valid.  Those  rules 
ire  sabst ant) ally  the  same  in  l>oth  countries  as  to  what  evidence  tends  to  prove  qnes- 
tloQB  at  issue. 

In  France  loss  of  citizenship  results— 

(For.  Rel.,  73,  part  a.  p.  1277.)     Civil  Code,  chap.  7,  art.  17  to  21— 

Art.  IT.  1.  Prom  naturalization  abroad. 

Art.  17.  2.  By  accepting  public  office  abroad  without  consent  of  the  king. 

ArL  17.  3.  By  eetablishment  in  a  foreign  conntrj-  without  intent  to  return. 

Art.  191  4.  By  marriage  of  a  French  woman  to  a  foreigner. 

Art  31.  b.  By  entering  foreign  military  serviceorainiiatingwithaforeigik  military 
oorporation  without  conaent  of  the  king. 

6,  By  buying  or  holding  staves  (with  certain  exceptions).  (See  laws  of  184H  aud 
1856.) 

Now.  1.  Naturalization  is  proved  acconliug  to  the  laws  of  the  conntry  where  the 
party  is  naturalized,  usually  by  record.  But  not  always,  for  if  a  French  woman  mar- 
ries an  American  citizen  she  becomes  an  American  without  applying  for  letters  of  uat- 
sralitation.  The  ii.arriage  naturalizes  her,  and  proof  of  the  marriage  is  enoagh. 
Uirrisge  may  be  proved  without  a  record.  Sometimes  thei'e  can  be  no  record,  as 
where  it  takes  place  by  rerha  de  prteimti  accompanied  with  living  together  as  nan 
and  wife.    We  have  not  required  record  proof. 

2.  Accepting  public  ofllte  under  a  foreign  government  cannot  be  proved  by  any 
leeord  of  the  court.  Proof  of  actually  holding  aud  exercising  the  office  by  consent  of 
the  foreign  government  would  be  sufficient,  uud  is  usually  all  that  can  be  got. 

3,  An  establishment  in  a  foreign  country  cannot  be  shown  by  auf  record ;  it  is  a 
(iMt  not  of  record,  and  to  be  proved  by  witnesses.     The  *ana  etprtt  de  relour,  the 
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intention  not  to  return,  ia,  I  reapectfnlly  mftfntain,  a  &ct  to  b«  proTed  by  TTilnrwirn 
Sach  is  tbe  well-Mttled  law  both  of  France  and  tlie  Unitwl  States,  aa  abown  bj  re- 
peated deoisinns  in  both  oountries. 

See  "Les  Codes  Annot^  de  Siray,"  p.  68,  liv.  1,  tit.  1, 

Art.  17  and  18,  note  23 :  "La  questieu  de  savoir  si  an  Fmneaia  a  qnilt4  la  France 
aveo  an  sans  esprit  de  retour,  est  nne  question  de  fait,  qui  doit  AtTe  ddoid^  d'aprii 
leu  circouatanceB."  Delaporto,  Pond  Fr.,  ]>.  HI ;  Duranton,  torn.  I,  No.  185  ;  Goicfajtrd, 
No.  bl'i ;  Coin-Dolisle,  p.  63,  No.  IT. 

I  see  no  cesaon  why  this  Commission,  in  dealin);  with  this  qnestiou  ariting  ondsr 
the  same  law,  should  require  record  proof,  when  Ihe  courts  of  France  and  tbo  United 
States  aduit  any  proof  of  facts  and  cirenmstauieB  tending  to  shoir  tbat  tbe  intmitioa 
to  return- does  or  does  not  exist. 

(H.)  Let  me  enggeat  another  consideration. 

When  the  claimant  states  in  his  memorial  that  he  has  been  natnralJE«d  in  tbe  United 
States  (as  in  the  (^a8e  of  Archbishop  Peroh^)  we  hold  that  tbe  objection  may  betAen 
upon  demurrer,  and  is  fatal  to  the  claimant. 

Let  us  snppuHe.tbat  Nougad  bad  stated  in  his  memorial  that  he  voluntarily  boaght 
And  owned  a  slave  ia  1H59,  and  against  the  law  of  France,  wonid  not  that  fact.  Map- 
ptaring  in  kii  mtmarinl,  be  fatal  to  his  claim  npon  demurrerf  Hay  the  United  StaM 
not  prove  the  f»ct  when  not  stated  In  the  memorialT  Certainly.  Bat  then  come' in 
this  novel  suggestion.  He  may  prove  it,  but  not  by  the  proper  and  legal  proof  of  a 
notarial  act  required  by  the  laws  of  the  place  of  pnrchaae,  bnt  by  tbe  record  of  • 
French  court,  which  does  not  and  cannot  exist. 

The  whole  argument  of  counsel  to  sustain  this  novel  doctrine  leats  not  on  uy 
French  law,  or  the  decision  of  any  French  conrt,  or  the  deoiaiou  or  practice  of  any 
international  commission,  or  the  writings  of  any  Jurist,  hut  on  the  aole  gronnd  of  nr- 
gument  from  the  dogma  that  forfeitures  must  he  proved  strictly.  It  is  tme  titvj 
mnst  be  proved  by  fnll  and  positive  proof — because  being  somewhat  of  the  natare  of 
a  orlminal  proceeding,  nothing  is  to  be  presumed,  and  Blithe  neceesaiy  facte  U>  estab- 
lish the  forfeiture  most  be  strictly  proved.  Bnt  this  rule  does  not  require  that  any 
differeat  kind  of  proof  is  required  to  prove  a  forfeiture  from  what  is  leqaited  toprera 
otnei  necessary  facts  in  ordinary  suits.  It  is  tha  amounl  of  proof  that  in  affected  by 
the  maxim,  not  tht  kind. 

In  the  numerous  cases  of  trials  for  forfeiture  which  abound  in  the  leporta,  not  one 
has  been  found  or  cited,  or  can  be  found  and  cited,  which  shows  that  tbe  pnreliMS, 
or  sole,  or  use,  of  personal  propcrtjr  which  works  a  forfeitnre  must  be  proved  by  tbs 
record  of  a  court,  or  by  any  other  proof  than  the  usnal  and  ordinary  proof  by  writ- 
inRB  (b«  in  this  case)  or  by  nitnessee  to  the  facts. 

I  s»e  DO  reason  why  we  should  establish  a  new  and  dilferent  role. 

Although  wo  have  the  jurisdiction  of  the  question  expressly  conferred  npon  niby 
the  Convention,  and  oar  right  to  receive  evidence  upon  it  is  wholly  nnrestneted,  yal 
by  this  decision  we  retin()uish  and  abdicate  our  Jurisdiction,  and  tam  It  over  to  a 
French  court  and  make  its  decision  the  necessary  and  exclusive  ptoof  of  tbe  act. 
And  this,  too,  when  no  French  tribunal  exists  with  the  special  Jurisdiction  of  anch 
caoes,  and  with  authority,  by  its  decision,  to  establish  in  all  oases  the  right  to  orloa 
of  citiiensbip,  and  when  thejudgmentsof  the  courts  of  genera]  jurisdiction  Milrliind 
tbe  parties  and  privies  in  the  matters  before  them,  and  when  tbey  have  no  anuwrity 
to  pronounce  a  general  decree,  as  to  citizenship,  which  settles  tbe  atalus  everywhere 
of  the  party. 

It  is  idle  to  say — and  the  idea  is  not  suggested  in  the  brief  of  counsel — that  we  have 
not  jurisdiction  o(  the  question.  The  Convention  by  its  very  terms  in  Art.  I  eonfen 
it  upon  us.  We  have  as  much  Jurisdiction  of  the  question  as  any  court  in  FroDoe  can 
have.  We  have  absolute,  unlimited  jurisdiction,  lud  exercise  it  in  every  case.  .Tbs 
fiiot  that  the  forfeiture  or  loss  of  citizenship  is  created  by  French  law  does  not  In  the 
least  impatronrjuriedietion.  That  ia  ao  in  nBtnralizatinn  and  all  other  caaea  wheta 
French  citisenship  has  been  lost. 
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EXUIBIT   H. 

FRENCH  AND  AMERICAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION. 

HiKBY  DuBoa         ) 

e.  S  No.  26. 

Thb  United  Statkb.  ) 

Opinion  of  Mr.  ConnnimUner  Aldit. 

The  facts  <□  this  nae  are  not  in  dUpnte. 

It  ii  Bdaiitted  ou  the  part  of  the  Uniled  States  thai  the  claiinuDt  is  a  Freoch  citi- 
KD ;  that  he  was  anested  b;  the  order  of  Qeaeral  Butler,  the  coiniuaadiag  oCBcer  of 
the  Uuited  Stat«s  forces  at  New  Orleans,  on  the  6th  of  September,  Um,  for  piilillHhing 
certain  articlee  in  a  neirspaper  at  New  Orleans  whioh  were  ctaiinod  to  be  seditious, 
ud  calcnlat^d  I«  incite  to  civil  and  servile  war,  was  impriaonad  abont  23  or  !M  days 
in  the  CDstom-honBe  at  New  Orleans,  and  then  sent  to  Ship  Island,  where  he  was  kept 
till  Ibe  6(h  of  December  and  thea  releaaed :  that  he  was  arrested  and  iinprisoDed  un- 
der martial  law,  as  proclaimed  by  General  Butler  on  the  1st  May,  1862 ;  that  his  oaae 
via  eiaminBd  by  Qeneral  Butler  or  by  his  orders,  bat  he  was  not  tried  by  any  tribn- 
nat. 

It  ii  admitted'  on  the  part  of  the  claimant  that  he  wrote,  signed,  and  published  the 
trticlet  Mmplained  of. 

It  fully  appears  that  General  Butler  communicated  to  the  United  States  State  De- 
ptrtaient,  on  the  14r>h  September,  the  (act  of  the  arrest  of  Dubos  and  copies  of  the 
irtloJes  written  by  him.     (P.  33.) 

On  the  lOtti  October  the  first  secretary  of  the  French  Irntiou,  Vlecoout  Trellhard, 
applied  to  the  State  Department  on  behalf  of  Duhoa.  llie  Secretary  of  State,  Mi. 
^ward,  replied  (p.  33)  that  "  the  joarnal  in  which  Dubos  published  his  articles  was 
devoted  in  nearly  all  ita  colnmns  to  the  instigation  of  treason  and  civil  war  aeninat 
the  United  States,  and  that  the  aitictes  therein  which  are  signed  by  Mr.  Dubos,  it 
tbey  were  as  innocent  in  purpose  as  he  is  nDw  understood  to  allef;e,  are,  from  their 
nilar«  aod  from  the  cbaracler  of  the  organ  which  has  published  tbeffi,  calculated  to 
add  Co  the  civil  war  already  prevailing  in  New  Orleans  the  aggraTation  of  even  a 
KTvile  war,  or  war  of  races.  Major-General  Butler  Las  inl'ormed  this  Department 
that,  vith  a  view  to  preserve  public  peace,  he  haa  found  it  necessary  to  suppress  the 
pablicfttion  and  to  cause  Mr.  Dubos  to  be  taken  into  military  custody.  These  pto- 
cerdingg  have  been  approved  by  the  Govemmeut,  and  under  these  circumstances  the 
Pnsident,  although  greatly  desirous  of  concedin):  every  request  or  courtesy  that  can 
liesolicited  by  (he  Visconnt  Treilhard,  does  not  deem  it  consistent  with  the  pabllo 
welfare  to  direct  the  release  o(  Mr.  Dubos." 

The  President  referred  the  matter  to  General  Buflor,  with  the  siigRCstion  that  he 
"would  be  gratified  with  any  solution  of  it  which  will  be  agreeable  to  Viscount 
Tieilbanl  and  Mr.  Faiiconnet,  and  at  the  same  time  wilt  not  endanger  the  public 
peace  and  safety  and  that  public  respect  for  the  authority  of  the  Uuited  States  whioh 
cannot  be  allowed  to  be  impaired."  This  was  on  the  llth  October,  lHti2.  On  the 
6th  December,  1663,  Dubos  was  released  by  order  of  General  Butler.     (P.  2fi..1 

We  are  now  asked  to  decide  that  the  act  of  General  Butler  in  arresting  Dubos,  and 
the  decision  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  in  approving  of  the  arrest  and  In 
refHsinff  to  release  Dubos,  were  without  authority,  erroneous,  and  contrary  to  inter- 
nation  iH  law. 

The  claimant  claims  that  the  arrest  and  imprisonment  of  Dubos  were  wholly  wrong 
and  illegal. 

1.  Because  General  Butler  had  no  authority,  either  by  United  States  law  or  by  the 
laws  and  usages  of  war,  to  declare  martial  law  at  New  Orleans,  either  by  himself  or 
vith  the  approval  of  President  Lincoln,  and  that  "his  pretended  law -martial  was 
illegal  and  unconstitutional  bluster." 

3.  Because,  although  General  Butler  esrablished  "a  provost  court  for  the  trial  of 
til  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors,"  yet  "no  obarges  were  made  against  Dubos  and  no 
bearing  or  trial  granted  him,"  and  his  arrest "  was  arbitrary,  without  charges  or  trial, 


bearingor  trial  granted  bin 
uid  without  Justification  or 


latiou  exempted  foreigners  from  the  operation 

4.  The  articles  published  by  Dubos  were  innocent — did  not  reflect  upon  the  United 

5.  That  the  treatment  of  Dubos  was  inhuman,  and  that  this  Commission  may  Judge 
u  to  that  and  allow  compensation,  although  he  was  lawfully  arrested  and  imprisoned. 
Tbat  if  a  convict  who  is  a  foreigner  ia,  after  conviction  and  im prison meut,  treated 
inliamBnly,  the  country  of  which  he  is  aciti):nn  has  a  right  to  demand  ooiup«nsatiiHi 
for  each  alleged  inhuman  treatment  of  the  United  States.  _, 
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The  ooanMl  for  tLe  United  States  den;  the  legal  validity  of  all  tUeae  poaitiow  m- 
■uiued  bv  tlie  claimant. 

It  will  be  pcrceiveil  tljat  tbe  qneatioDsnt  the  aulliorit;  toeatablish  martial  law,  of 
the  extent  and  manner  in  which  it  may  be  e»erci«ed,  and  of  the  right  of  t-he  foreign 
country  lo  intervene  on  behalf  of  its  cltizene  punished  under  martial  law  for  alleged 
offenses,  and  upon  what  grounds  it  may  either  iutcrveuaor  ask  fordamagos— that  all 
these  important  questions  arise  In  this  case.  The;  are  very  iroportaiit  qnestiont  as 
affected  by  tht-  la*  of  nations  and  the  laws  and  nsages  of  war  aa  recognized  by  civil- 
iied  States.    Tliey  are  important,  as  they  touch  ever^  caxe  of  a  foreigner  arTeat«ri  oi 

Ennished  at  New  Orleans  Iit  General  Butler  dnriDg,his  administration  of  martial  law 
etween  May  1,  1803,  and  the  time  when  he  was  superseded  by  Oenerml  Banks,  about 
December  15, 1862, 

The  importance  of  tbe  qaestion  is,  I  trust,  a  snfOaient  excaee  for  the  teogtb  U 
vbioh  this  investigation  has  extended. 

I  shall,  in  this  ciamtnaticin,  refer  to  those  pnblic  doonueate  and  historical  factaof 
which  courlH  take  judicial  notice  wilhuut  proof,  and  which  are  regarded  aa  traeand 
unquestionable. 

Bvory  foreigner  owes  obedience  to  tite  laws  of  the  country  in  which  be  reoidea ; 
and  every  government  has  tbe  sovereign  right  to  punish  violations  of  the  law  on  its 
own  soil,  according  to  its  own  laws  and  tbe  judgment  of  its  own  tribnuala,  and  with- 
out interference  from  other  nations,  so  loug  aa  tbe  law  and  the  punishment  do  not 
conflict  with  international  law.  If  tbe  law  is  in  conflict  with  internatioual  Uw,ia  ' 
opposed  to  the  pnblic  law  of  civilized  States,  then  the  foreigner  who  is  punished  for 
the  violation  of  such  laws  may  be  entitled  to  redress;  otherwis  he  is  not. 

I  need  not  refer  to  auy  authorities  for  this  well-settled  doctrfaie  of  the  laws  of  na- 
tions   It  is  auiversally  reoognised.    It  Iseaseutial  to  tbe  independence  of  every  sov- 

DubOB,  if  legally  arrested  and  imprisoned  acooiding  to  the  laws  of  the  United 
Stfttes,  baa  no  right  to  compensatiou  for  such  arrest  and  impriaonmeut,  nuleastha 
law  nuder  which  be  waa  arrested  is  in*conflict  with  international  law,  or  tba  pm- 
iahnient  so  inhuman  aa  to  justify  his  Oovemment  in  interfbring  and  demanding  ood- 
pensation  and  redress. 

H. 

ur  HABTUL  LAW. 

The  Constitution  of  tbe  United  States,  like  the  supreme  law  of  all  other  govern- 
ments, authorises  it  to  make  war  and  to  lupprat  inturrtuliiHi.     (Art.  1,  see.  d.) 

It  baa  the  right  to  raise  armies,  to  carry  on  mititai?  operations  in  the  usual  mod* 
and  according  to  tbe  tawa  and  nsagea  of  war,  and  to  do  all  that  may  be  neceaaary  to 
defeat  tbe  operations  and  macbinationa  of  the  enemy ;  and  when  necessary  within 
the  theater  of  military  operations  and  of  the  oooupancy  and  movements  of  its  arm ita, 
to  eovern  by  martial  law,  and  within  such  sphere  tu  supersede  by  martial  law  the 
civil  or  municipal  law. 

And  this  martial  law  exists,  not  by  any  authority  derived  from  the  Conatitation, 
bnl  by  ih»  laipi  of  war  aa  recognized  by  the  laws  of  natious,  and  grows  out  of  war  and 
its  uecfssities )  and  where  it  lawfully  aud  necessarily  eiisfs  "sweeps  civil  law  by  the 
board  and  tabes  the  place  of  it."     (Bee  J.  Q.  Adams'  speech  in  Congress,  April,  ItMtt.) 

The  provisions  of  tbe  Constitution  cited  by  claimant's  counsel,  that  the  President 
cannot  suspend  the  writ  of  habess  corpus,  &e,,  apply  to  times  of  peace  and  to  terri- 
tory where  courts  are  open  aud  civil  process  goes  on;  not  to  the  time  of  war  and  the 
theater  of  military  operatioDS.  In  these  last  the  laws  and  usages  of  war  exist  from 
necessity,  and  supersede  civil  law. 

Where  martial  law  exists  searches  and  seiznres  may  be  mode  without  warrant,  and 
persons  may  be  arriisted  and  imprisoned  without  process. 

Uartial  law  is  law.  It  is  the  will  of  the  commander  of  the  army.  I^ot  an  arbitrary 
and  lawless  will,  but  a  will  governed  by  the  laws  and  usa^  of  war,  and  whioh  by 
necessity  becomes  the  snpreme  legal  anlborrty,  aud  for  the  time  takes  the  place  of  aU 
other  law  to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  as  necessity  may  require.  It  is  equally  binding 
aa  tbe  civil  law  upon  all  who  are  witbin  its  jurisdiction.  Wilhin  the  Uuited  SlatM 
territory  in  which  it  etistsit  is  tbe  law  of  the  Uuited  States.  Il  sapersedea  all  other 
laws,  except  such  as  maybe  allowed  to  reuutiii  in  force  by  the  permlssionof  theiuili- 
.SoffiiiijrCT'otuanddeajioffca  law  ariMt  and  exittt  from  lucetiils  and  during  tear,  wUhi*  On 
ietTilory  in  which  it  In  necettary,  and  tchert  Ihr  dangtr  txiilt  uhick  make»  il  nttttMrf. 

The  coinuiauding  ofGrer  must  of  necessity  iletermine  in  the  first  instance  at  to  ils 
necessity,  extent,  and  coiitiuuauce,  but  he  is  subject  to  the  control  of  tbe  Exerntive, 
and  must  receive  tbe  express  or  implied  sanction  of  Congress  afterwards. 
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Maitiftl  law,  ariBinK  froni  aecessity  and  dnring  nai,  iii  camps,  i^arrJBouB,  and  the 
Ticinity  of  military  nccnpauc;  and  operations,  ia  and  always  haa  been  hold  as  valid 
law,  «xJBtiDK  b;  sutliority  in  tbe  United  Stat«s  n-lionevur  tlie  orciuion  fur  it  arises. 

Oea«ral  Waabington,  as  commaniler-in-cliiiif,  auud  under  it  according  to  the  laws 
and  DsagRB  uf  war  in  tlm  oaso  of  Major  Andr£. 

0«Deral  Jackson,  coniinaniler  o7  tlie  United  States  forces  at  Now  OrlcaoH,  on  tlie 
ISth December,  1814,  proclaimed  manial  law.  He  deemed  it  HBcesBatv  for  the  defense  of 
tbe  city.  On  the  Utb  January,  1815,  tbe  Uattto  of  New  Orleans  waa  futiKht,  and  the 
Amencan  victory  Beciired  the  city.  On  tbe  15th  March,  ldl5,  Jud){e  Hall  urant-ed  a 
writ  of  habeas  oorpns  for  the  relief  of  oni  Loualtier,  who  had  been  arreuted  by  the 
military.  Qennral  Jackson,  under  martial  law,  therenpon  arrestiid  Judge  Hall.  Four 
or  fire  months  after,  when  peace  came  and  martial  law  hod  ceased  to  e-tist,  Judge 
Hall  arreflted  General  Jackson  for  contempt  of  court  in  disregnrdinK  the  hal)en8 
corpu*.  General  Jackson  appeared  and  sought  to  jiistify  his  act,  bat  Judgre  Hall 
would  not  listen  to  tbe  defense,  and  hned  Oeueral  JockHim  Sli^JOO,  which  ho  paid. 
In  1843  a  bill  was  introdaceil  to  Congre^B  toreimbiirseGeneral  Jackson  for  the  |I,000 
■opaid  and  interest.  The  title  of  the  bill  waa  "  to  indemnify  OeDeral  Jackson  for 
damajie  suiitained  in  the  diBCtaarged  of  his  o^oial  duly."  It  was  proposed  to  chan^ 
the  title  of  the  bill,  and  call  it  a  bill  "  for  the  relief  of  General  Jackson,''  ao  that,  in 
the  language  of  the  committee,  "  no  inference  should  be  drawn  from  the  passing  of 
it,  that  a  military  officer  hod  legal  authority  to  establish  martial  law."  The  minority 
report  opposed  tbe  amendment  bocauBu  "  in  time  of  war  and  imminent  public  danger 
■(may  be  tbe  duty  of  the  military  oommiinder  to  arrest  those  regarded  as  traitors, 
tpies,  or  mutineers  within  his  camp.  The  act  was  jutHfiable,  not  merely  ercmaWe ;  it 
was  demanded  by  a  great  and  overmling  necesBity." 

Thus  this  preoise  insue  came  before  Congress. 

Ur.  Buchanan,  then  in  the  Senate,  afterwards  President,  sustained  the  bill  as  it 
Mood,  and  upon  the  ground  that  martial  law  was  Justified  by  necenaity.  The  Senate 
rejected  the  amendment  and  passed  the  bill  as  it  stood :  Congress  thus  recognizing 
that  the  a«t  of  General  Jackson  waa  done  in  thn  discharge  of  his  official  duty, 

Mr.  John  Qoincy  Adams,  who  was  Preaidpnt  of  the 'United  States,  and  is  justly  ro- 
nnled  as  high  antbority  an  Kll  questions  of  international  law,  in  a  speech  bofuns 
CongreBs  in  April,  lB4a,  said: 

"When  your  conntrj  is  actnally  in  war,  whether  it  be  a  war  of  invasion  or  war  of 
insancction.  Congress  h^s  powor  to  carry  ou  tbe  war  and  must  carry  it  on  according 
to  the  laws  of  war,  and  by  the  laws  of  war  bu  invaded  country  haa  all  ita  laws  and 
unnicipal  institntiona  swept  by  the  board,  and  martial  law  takes  tbe  place  of  them." 

He  then  alluded  to  General  Jackson,  and  said : 

"You  are  about  to  refund  him  his  flue.  Why  I  Becanse  it  was  unjust;  because 
General  Jackson  was  acting  under  the  laws  uf  war,  and  because  the  moment  yon 
place  a  military  commander  in  a  district  which  i»  tbe  theater  of  war,  the  laws  of  war 
spply  to  that  district.  In  actual  war,  whether  servile,  civil,  or  foreign,  the  laws  of 
war  take  precedence.  I  lay  this  down  as  the  law  of  nations :  I  suy  that  the  military 
uthority  takes  for  the  time  the  place  of  all  municipal  inatitutiotis." 

"Thepoirei'*  iNoideHlat  to  war  art  derintd,  not  from  any  internal  municipal  louret,  bid 
fnm  Ike  Iaw«  and  itiageM  of  Radon*,  There  are,  then,  two  classes  of  powers,  different 
and  often  iDoompatlbln  with  each  otiier.  The  peace  power  limited  by  tbe  Coustitu- 
tioa.  The  war  power  limited  only  by  the  laws  and  usages  of  nations.  The  power  ia 
bemendoOB.  It  is  striutly  constitutional,  but  it  breaks  down  every  barrier  so  anx- 
iously erected  for  the  protection  of  liberty,  pro|ierty,  and  life." 

President  Lincoln  recognized  the  same  principle,  and  acted  upon  it  in  numberless 
cues  throughout  the  war.  The  first  notable  act  was  in  tbe  case  of  Merryiuan,  arrested 
by  General  Cadwallnder  in  May.  1861,  at  the  very  beginning  of  the  war  ;  and  in  his 
ewe  the  opinion  of  Chief-Justiee  Taney  was  not  siistaiued.  It  waa  disregarded  by  the 
Oovemment,  hy  the  couils,  and  held  unsound  by  the  great  Jurists.  President  Lin- 
coln's idea  of  the  right  I«  eetabliah  martial  law  ia  best  shown  in  the  "Inslractionsfor 
tiiB  Oovemment  of  Armies  of  the  United  States  in  tbe  Field,"  prepared  by  Dr.  IJieber, 
and  approved  by  the  PrcBident. 

We  quote  the  first  four  instructions  from  Oonoral  Orders  No.  100 ; 

"1.  A  place,  district,  or  country  occupied  by  an  enemy  stands,  in  couBeipience  of 
the  occupation^  under  the  martial  law  of  the  invading  or  occupying  army,  whether 
My  proclamation  declaring  marliat  law,  or  any  public  warning  to  the  inhabitants, 
has  been  isaned  or  not.  Martial  law  ia  liie  inimediato  and  direct  effect  and  consn- 
qoenee  of  occupation  or  conquest.     The  presence  of  a  hostile  army  procloinui  its  mar- 


,i,.db,  Google 


FBENCH   AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS  COHHISSION. 


proclamatioD,  ordered  by  tbe  commaader-iii-chief;   or,  by  speoisl  mention  fi 
treat;  of  poac«  fconcladin^  the  war,  when  tbe  occupation  of  a  place  or  territoi?  eoD- 
tinuea  beyond  tbe  cohcIiibioii  of  peace  as  oue  of  the  cooditiuna  of  the  aame: 

"  :l.  Martial  law  in  a  bostile  conntry  coitsista  in  tbe  BuepeQaion,  bjr  the  oocnpjing 
military  antfaority,  of  the  criminal  and  civil  laws,  and  of  the  domestic  adminlatrv 
tlon  aiid  goTerament  in  tbe  occupied  place  or  territory,  and  in  tbe  aabstitntion  of 
military  rule  and  farce  for  tbe  same,  as  well  a»  in  the  diotjitionof  jjeneral  laws,  wfltr 
as  military  necenaity  reiiiiirea  this  suspeiisioD,  substitution,  or  dictation. 

"TbeoommuDder  of  tbe  forces  may  proclaim  th$  administration  of  all  civil  and 
penal  law  shall  continue-,  either  wholly  or  in  part,  at  in  time  of  peace,  nnleas  other- 
wise  ordered  by  the  military  authority, 

"4.  Martial  law  is  simply  military  authority  exercised  in  accordance  with  tbe  !•«• 
and  uaajres  of  war.  Military  oppression  is  not  martial  law :  it  is  the  abnse  of  the 
power  ^^icb  that  law  confers.  As  matial  law  is  ezecnted  by  military  force,  it  is  in- 
onmbcnt  npon  those  who  administer  it  to  lie  strictly  gaided  by  tbe  principlea  of  jus- 
tice, honor,  and  humanity — virtnes  adumiDg  a  soldier  even  more  than  other  men,  for 
the  very  reason  that  he  posseases  tho  power  of  his  arms  against  the  nnaraied." 

So  in  his  proclamation  of  September  24, 1862.  it  is  ordered— 

"That  during  the  existing  insurrection  and  as  a  means  for  suppreesing  tlte  Mine, 
all  rebels  '  •  •  and  all  persons  guiltv  of  anv  disloyal  praotice,  aftbrdTng  aid  aaa 
comfort  to  rebels  against  the  authority  o[  the  United  States,  shall  be  subject  to  mar- 
tial law." 

"And  the  writ  of  habeas  corpos  is  anspended  in  respect  to  alt  persons  arrested,  or 
now  or  hereafter  imprispned  in  any  place  of  oonSnemenI  by  any  military  anthoritT." 

This  proclamation  applied  to  Dnbos,  who  was  then  (September  24, 1663)  anealed 
and  abont  to  be  sent  to  Ship  Island- 
On  the  3d  of  Maroh,  1863,  Congress  by  it-s  act  of  that  day  ratified  the  action  of  tbe 
President. 

It  thus  appears  that  five  President*  of  the  United  States,  upon  whom,  as  the  Bx- 
ecntive,  the  auty  of  asserting  and  applying  the  principle  has  T«ated,  haTo  osMrtvd 
and  acted  upon  the  doctrine  that  the  commanding  ofBcer  of  the  United  States  forces 
in  time  of  war,  when  necessity  reqaires  it,  and  in  the  theater  of  military  ope»tion«, 
has  a  right  to  establish  martial  law. 

Let  us  now  consider  what  the  United  States  courts  have  decided  in  the  matter. 

In  the  celebrated  cose  of  Luther  v.  Borden  (7  How.,  1),  where  the  question  arose  as 
to  tbe  lesalitT  of  martial  law,  declared  by  the  legislature  of  the  State  in  the  case  of 
threatening  insurrection,  Cbief-Jnstice  Taney  says  ; 

"  UiKj Ilea cion ably  »  State  may  use  its  military  power  to  put  down  an  armed  insnr- 
recttou  too  strong  to  be  controlled  by  the  civil  authority.  The  power  is  essential  to 
the  existence  of  every  government.  If  the  government  of  Rhode  Island  doemed  tbe 
armed  opposition  so  formidable  and  so  ramified  throushontthe  State  as  to  reqaiie  the 
use  of  its  military  force  and  tbe  declaration  of  martial  law,  we  see  no  ground  upon 
which  this  court  can  question  its  authority.  It  teai  a  iiala  of  war,  and  tlie  mddlilwf 
govemmml  retorted  lo  tlie  righii  and  laaget  o/tcar.  In  that  state  of  thine*  the  mllUtrg 
affleeri  Migkl  law/ully  arrest  any  one  icao  IAsj/  had  reaiDiuible  gnmntU  to  oefwce  mat  m- 
gagtd  in  the  isfurrecfian.  Without  the  power  to  do  this,  martial  law  and  tbe  militsiy 
array  of  tbe  Uovemment  would  be  mere  parade,  and  rather  eucoorage  Attack  than 
repel  it." 

Judge  Woodbury,  though  dissenting  from  the  decision  of  the  conrt,  says :  "  My  im- 
pressiuii  is  that  a  state  of  war,  whether  ioreign  or  domMtiv,  may  exist  In  the  great 
perils  of  which  it  is  competent,  under  its  rights  and  on  principles  of  nation^  law,  Ibl 
a  oommaoidiilg  officer  of  troops  under  the  controlling  government  to  extend  certain 
rights  of  war,  not  only  over  his  camp,  but  its  environs  and  tbe  near  field  of  his  mili- 
tary operutions.  But  no  further  or  wider.  On  this  rested  tbe  justification  of  one  of 
the  mat  oominanilurs  of  this  country  and  of  the  age  in  a  transaction  so  well  known 
at  New  Orleans"  (General  Jackson). 

In  Milligan's  case  (4  Wall.,  2)  the  subject  of  martial  law  declared  in  St»lee  not  In 
Insurrection  and  where  the  courts  were  open  was  fblly  considered.  Tbe  conneel  for 
the  Government  attempted  to  justify,  by  thn  taw  and  usages  of  war,  acts  under  mar- 
tial law  committed  in  Indiana,  a  State  never  in  insurrection,  and  where  tbe  oonrti 
were  open  and  Milligan  might  have  been  tried  in  the  ordinary  and  peacefiit  oonne  of 

jndge  Davis(p.  121),  in  delivering  the  opinion  of  the  court,  said: 

"It  is  idle  to  inquire  what  tbe  laws  and  usages  of  war  are.  They  can  never  be^ 
plied  til  citizens  in  States  which  bavenpheld  the  authority  of  Ooveroment,  and  where 
the  courts  are  open  and  process  unobstructed." 

Bnt  (on  p.  Iti7)  he  recognizes  the  very  right  the  Government  counsel  here  contends 
for.     Re  says: 

"  Thpre  are  occasions  where  martial  law  can  be  properly  applied.     If  In  foreign  in- 
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ruion  or  Mvit  war  the  oourU  ore  Bctiiall;  ctoeiHl,  and  it  ii  JaipoMible  to  administer 
crimiaal  justice  accordiac  to  Inw,  tben  on  the  theater  of  active  military  op«T«tioaB 
irberewar  prevailR,  tbere  is  a  Decessit;  to  fiiraiah  asub^titute  for  the  civil  authority; 
ud  as  Qo  power  is  left  but  tbe  militarj',  it  is  allon-ed  to  )rovora  by  martial  nile  until 
Ibe  laws  caD  have  their  fall  couise.  As  uer^asity  cruatet  the  rule,  so  it  limita  its  da- 
lation.  •  *  •■  Martial  rale  is  coiiflued  to  the  locality  of  actual  war.  Bfoaum 
jMling  tie  late  TebellioH  if  could  havt  been  enforixd  in  Virffivia,  wAen  the  national  aulhoritg 
KM Bcerturwed  and  tlie  oeurti  driren  out,  it  does  not  follow  tjiat  It  abonld  obtain  In  In- 
diana, where  that  authority  was  never  diipntod." 

niia  case  was  decided  by  Sve  judRns  to  four.  And  the  four  (Chief- Justice  Chase, 
■od  Joatices  Wayne,  Swayne,  and  Miller),  thronf(b  Chief-Justice  Chase,  aaid:     . 

"  We  are  nnwilline  to  give  our  assent  liy  silent  to  eipreeiions  of  opinion  whloh 
Mem  to  us  calculated,  tbu^if^hnot  iatended,  to  cripple  the  oonatitutiopat  powers  of 
the  Govern  me nt  and  to  augment  the  public  daugers  lu  times  of  invasion  and  rebellion." 

He  therefore  expressly  stated — 

"That  military  JuTiadiction  may  be  exercised,  in  time  of  rebellion  and  civil  war, 
within  States  or  districts  occupied  by  rebels  treated  as  belligerents,  by  the  military 
commoDdeT  under  the  direction  of  the  Frerideut,  wi  tb  the  expreas  or  implied  sanotion 
of  CongresB,  and  it  snpersedes  the  local  law." 

If,Bs  Jadie  Davis  says,  martial  law  might  hare  been  enforced  in  Virginia,  "when 
the  national  authority  was  overturned  and  the  courts  driven  ont,"  how  mach  more 
in  New  Orleans,  where,  in  addition  to  those  great  evile,  tbe  teirora  of  lawless  mob 
rale  and  riot  hung  like  a  black  cload  over  tbe  city  T 

Bnt,  if  any  nncertainty  has  ever  existed  upon  tbe  qnestjon,  tbe  recent  deciaiou  of 
ilie  United  States  Supreme  Court  in  tbe  case  of  the  United  States  r.  Diekelman  (92  V. 
8.  S.  C.  Sep.,  520 ;  2  Otto,  SSO)  completely  tiettlc>s  the  rieht  of  the  United  Stataa  to 
sstablish  martial  law,  and  settles  it  a*  to  Nev!  Orleant  under  Qtmtral  BwUr  in  VMS  and 
« tafireigmeri  ia  NeiB  Orltaiu  as  well  as  to  American  citizens. 

Cfaiff-Jastice  Waits,  in  delivering  the  opinion,  says: 

"I.  As  to  the  general  law  of  nations. 

"Tbe  merchant  veesels  of  onecoantryTlsitingthe  porta  of  another  for  the  pnrpoMa 
ef  Icade  subject  themselves  lo  tbe  laws  which  govern  the  port  they  visit  so  lotts  as 
they  remain,  and  this  as  well  in  war  as  iu  peace,  unless  it  is  otherwise  provided  by 
treaty. 

"  The  law  by  which  the  olty  (New  t^rkans)  and  port  were  governed  wag  martial 
law.  This  ouebt  to  have  been  expected  by  Diekolmau  when  he  dispatched  bis  vessel 
from  Liverpool.  Tbe  place  had  hei'n  wrested  fVom  tbe  possession  of  the  enemy  only  a 
few  days  before  tbe  issae  of  the  proclamation,  after  a  long  and  desperate  stinegte. 
It  vat,  in  fact,  a  garrieoned  citg,  iald  oa  on  antpoit  of  the  Union  Armg,  and  cIoMly 
ietitgrd  bg  land.  So  long  as  it  remained  in  possession  of  tbe  inaurgonts  it  was  to 
them  an  impurtant  blockade- running  point,  and  after  its  capture  the  inbabitauts  were 
largel}~in  sympathy  with  the  rebellion.  The  situation  was,  therefore,  one  requiring 
tbe  most  active  vigilance  on  the  part  nf  the  general  iu  corouiand.  Ho  was  especially 
required  to  see  that  the  relaxation  of  the  blockade  was  not  taken  advantage  of  by 
the  hostile  inhabitants  to  promote  the  interestH  of  the  enemy.  All  this  was  matter  rf 
public  notoriety,  and  Diekelman  ought  to  have  known,  if  he  did  not  in  fact  know, 
that  althongh  the  United  States  btui  to  some  extent  opened  tbe  port  in  the  Interesta 
of  commerce,  they  kept  it  closed  to  the  extent  that  was  necessary  for  a  vigorons  pro»- 
ecution  of  tbe  war.  When  he  entered  the  port,  therefore,  with  his  vessel,  under  the 
■pecial  license  of  the  proclamation,  he  became  entitled  to  all  the  rights  and  privileges 
that  wonid  have  been  accorded  to  a  loyal  citizen  of  the  Unit«d  States  nnder  tbe  same 
circamstanoea,  bnt  no  more.  Snch  restrictions  as  were  placed  npon  citizens  operalAd 
equally  upon  him.  CitizeQs  were  governed  by  martial  law.  It  was  his  daty  to  snb- 
mit  to  the  same  antbority. 

"Martial  law  is  the  law  of  military  necessity  in  the  actual  presence  of  war.  It  la 
■dministeied  by  the  general  of  the  army,  and  is,  in  fact,  his  will.  Of  necessity  it  is 
arbitrary,  bat  it  must  be  obeyed.  New  Orleans  was  at  tbix  time  the  thoator  of  the 
moat  active  and  important  military  operations.  The  civil  authority  was  overthrown. 
General  Butler,  in  command,  was  the  military  ruler.  His  will  was  law,  and  neo- 
t'natily  so.  His  first  grent  duty  was  to  mointain  on  land  tbe  blockade  which  had 
herutofore  been  kept  up  by  sea.  The  partial  openiiigof  the  porl<  toward  tbe  sea  made 
it  all  the  more  important  that  he  should  bind  close  the  military  lines  on  the  shore 
wLicfa  he  held. 

"To  this  law  and  this  government  the  Hsaex  subjected  herself  when  she  came 

''Qeneral  Bnller  found  on  board  this  veasel  articles  which  he  had  reasonable  cause 
to  believe,  and  did  believe,  were  contraband,  because  intended  to  promote  the  rebel- 
lion. It  was  his  duty,  therefore,  under  his  express  iiistr  net  ions,  to  see  that  the  ves- 
•el  was  not  cleared  with  these  articles  on  board,  and  he  gave  orilers  accordingly.  It 
■natters  not  now  whether  the  property  suspected  was  in  fact  contraband  or  not. 
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It  it  mfieiail  for  ii»  Ikat  ke  Xad  rtatoa  (o  Mievt,  and  is  faiH  did  believe  il  tote  eoMraiaid, 
Jtfo  ailmHpi  kai  bt«»  made  to  ihoa  Ikat  ke  teat  »oi  actiag  in  gDod /ttilk." 

Areevnt  workonmilitarylBn-iby  I,ieDteL«ullvea,ii8slstftat  profeaaorof  lanstWMt 
Point,  IBTd,  oontains  a  very  sutiitnotory  samaiftr;  of  tho  lAns  of  tbe  United  SUtn 
••  tu  martial  law. 

H6iay8{p.  10): 

"To  imdorstund  martial  lav  fully  we  unat  (listiiigiiieh  betweea  it  as  a  foreign  m 
loterDfttioDal  &ct,  and  tbe  same  thiug  as  a  domestic  or  mnDicipal  fact. 

"  Ut.  Asa  foreign  faul.  When  a  belli  gere  ut  occnpieii  tbe  territoij  of  an  tuemj  b« 
has  a  right  by  iutematioDal  law  to  govern  it.  The  political  law,  bo  far  aa  tbe  natnn 
of  tlie  case  denianils,  iasuBpended,  and  military  a  uthoritT  aiiperwdeB  it.  If  aajl«e»l 
conrts  or  antbority  coDtinue  to  subsist,  it  is  only  through  the  perniission  of  the  eom- 

"Th«  Tnle  in  this  country  is  that  all  civil  and  penal  law  shall  continue  to  take  iU 
usual  course  in  the  enemy's  places  and  territories  so  occupied,  unless  interrapted  or 
stopped  by  order  of  tha  occupying  military  power;  but  all  the  fnnctione  of  the  boi- 
tile  govurniuent,  legislutive,  executive,  or  udmiQistratire,  whether  of  a  genenl,  pro- 
Tincial,  or  local  oliaracter,  cease  or  contiiine  only  with  the  sanction,  or,  if  dtenwl 
necessary,  tbe  participation  of  the  occupier  or  invader." 


On  p.  It: 
"  We  hav. 


laid,  in  oasea  of  this  kind,  tiiat  military  authority  is  anbatilnted.  By 
uiis  IS  meant  liie  military  authority  of  the  commander,  with  tbe  sanction  of  hissoi- 
ercign,  and,  iu  our  arnjiea,  bia  authority  under  the  direction  of  the  Prvsident  with 
the  eipreas  or  implied  sanction  of  Congresa.  Thin  authority  must,  however,  be  ei- 
eioised  in  actordauce  with  the  laws  and  nsatiea  of  war. 

"2d.  As  a  domestic  fact.     Uuder  this  bending  two  cases  preaent  themaelvea: 

"  (a)  Caaea  of  insurrection  or  rebellion  toilkin  Stales  or  districts  occupied  by  rabela 
treated  aa  belligerents. 

"In  this  event  such  States  stand,  during  the  war,  almost  exactly  on  the  same  footiog 
aa  foreign  Statea,  and  tbe  rules  applicable  for  their  government  are  the  aanie  asthosB 
jnst  given." 

This  applies  directly  to  the  condition  of  Louisiana  dnringthe  ciril  war. 

He  cites  in  a  note  an  extract  from  tbe  manuacript  of  Dr.  Lieber  (on  p.  13). 

Dr.  Lieber  was  so  eminent  aa  authority  upon  international  law  that  I  venture  to 
quote  a  part  of  the  passage : 

"Aa  to  martial  law  at  home,  which  may  become  neceaaary  in  cases  of  foreign  inva- 
sion, as  well  aa  in  cases  of  domestic  tronbtes.  It  had  foil  away  in  the  immediate  neigh- 
borhood of  aotnal  hostilitiea.  Tbe  military  power  maydemollah  or  aeice  pioperty.or 
may  arreat  persons  if  indispensable  for  tbe  support  of  the  army  or  tbe  attaining  of 
tbe  military  objects  in  view.  Thia  ariaes  out  of  the  immediate  and  direot  phymeal 
necessity,  aa  much  so  aa  tbe  law  of  trespass  is  inoperative  against  those  who  forcibly 
enter  a  nouse  in  a  case  of  oondagration.  This  operation  of  martial  law  is  not  eiela- 
■ive  or  exceptional.  Any  immediate  physical  danger  and  paramount  necessity  aris- 
ing  tirom  it  dispensea  with  the  forma  of  law  most  salutary  in  a  Htate  of  peace. 

"  It  (martial  law)  cannot  be  dispensed  with  nnder  all  circumstances;  and  if  Ike* 
were  a  laKprokibiling  it  it  would  break  throitgh  tie  law  in  eaie*  of  direct  and  attohir 
asdofiily.  The  salvation  of  a  country  is  like  the  saviug  of  an  individual  life.  Itil 
paramount  to  all  else." 

J  do  uot  deem  it  necessary  to  refer  to  the  decisions  and  dicta  which  declare  that 
"martial  law  is  a  monster  that  cannot  exist  in  the  United  States."  for  they  are  geU' 
erally  so  inapplicable  to  astate  of  war  and  the  theater  of  war,  and  so  wanting  in  JMt 
diiicrjminatiau  in  applying  legal  principles,  tbst  a  detailed  review  of  them  la  ueMl- 
less.  Uttered  in  partisan  times  and  in  the  heat  and  eSen'esceoce  of  mere  feeling, lh(j 
are  of  little  weii'lit  as  legal  authorities. 

I  think  there  can  be  no  doubt  but  that  tbe  right  to  declare  martial  law,  as  eiereiaed 
by  General  Hutler  at  New  Orleans  in  loS'i,  is  fully  recognized  as  a  legal  right  by  tbe 
President,  tbe  Supreme  Court,  aod  by  Congress,  and  is  the  law  of  the  United  States. 

When  it  exists  it  supersedes  all  other  law,  except  as  suoh  other  law  may  be  per- 
mitted by  the  military  commander,  is  the  only  and  rightful  law,  and,  for  tbe  time  it 
exists,  ia  entitltid  to  the  same  obedience  aa  the  civil  law,  and  its  decisions  to  the  sonis 
respect  as  the  decisions  of  civil  law  courts. 

IV. 

IS  TaK  LAW  OF  Tax  uxtTBo  states  in  cohfuct  wftb  thk  law  of  HAnoxst 

Snch  being  the  law  of  the  United  Statea,  can  tbe  action  of  tbe  OoTemment  of  tbs 
United  Dtalea,  under  it  and  wilbiu  the  territory  of  the  United  States,  be  OMMtlooad 
or  interfered  with  by  any  foreign  Statef  Clearly  not,  unless  saoh  law  is  In  eoBfllat 
with  intematioDat  law. 
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Notirltlistftaditiir  the  coafnsion  of  martiiil  witb  inilitaTy  law,  which  haa  sometinm  ■ 
pnTsilcd  smoDg  Engliah  writers  and  Judges,  aod  the  erroiieons  dicta  which  nay  be 
found  npan  (he  puiot,  tbe  hetter  o)iiuiDU  haa  been  held  by  their  best  writers  and 
imlgea  for  more  tban  a  centnrjr  that  in  cane  of  war  or  inaiirrection  martial  law  rnay 
W  pslahlishwi  if  DecusBity  requires  it,  and  it  will  then  aupersede  the  civil  aud  criini- 
nil  Uw. 

The  only  point  in  doqbt  ia  whether  on  Ensliah  soil  the  declaration  of  martial  law 
iiapretogBtiveaf  tbe  Crown,  or  in  lint,  to  be  legal,  bx  eatabliahed  or  approved  b;  I'ar- 
litnwnt  As  every  Government  baa  the  Bovercien  right  to  detcnuine  for  itself  and 
nitfaiii  fta  own  wrritory  bow  martial  law  maybe  declared  or  eatablisheil  and«r  ila 
iiitHority,  the  mode  adopted  by  England  can  have  no  effect  upon  Ihe  mode  adopted 
b.T  the  United  Siatea. 

At  tbe  rijtht  to  establish  mnrtial  law  is  admitted,  the  manner  in  which  a  soveTeign 
State  tees  fit  to  exercise  it  within  its  own  borders  cannot  be  (jneationed  by  any  other 
M>  long  as  its  eierciae  conforms  to  ihe  usugert  uf  war. 

Bat  in  England  very  high  authorities  hold  that  in  war  anil  in  caiie  of  necessity  it 
miy  be  eatablisbed  in  territory  snbject  to  EuKlish  law  by  the  mere  order  of  tbe  niili- 
tiry  commander.  1  shall  not  attempt  to  review  the  dicta  and  decisions  of  English 
■Titers  and  Judges.  But  in  Tytlcr*s  (afterwards  Lord  Woodho  use  lee's)'  work  on 
muTta- martial,  I  find  an  illuatration  so  ap|iosite,  and  the  reasons  for  martial  law  so 
idmirably  eipreseed  and  so  universal  in  tlielr  application,  that  I  cannot  forbear  to 
cite  them.  Speaking  of  martial  law,  he  says  (pp.  366,  367):  "Absnlut«  necessity 
kathoriiee  the  application  of  extraordinary  remedies.  It  la  for  tbe  sccnrity  of  tbe 
State.  The  slow  and  cautious  procedure  of  the  ordinary  coarta  of  jnstice  keeps  uo 
pies  with  that  daring  tcterity  whicli  attends  the  operations  of  aebellion ;  nor  are 
tbeir  regulated  forma  and  publicity  of  procedure  fitted  to  bring  to  light  the  dark  de- 
ngni  of  a  conspiracy.  It  is  a  remedy  warranted  only  hy  the  last  necessity,  and 
tfisrefore  to  be  coramensuiat«  in  the  eudorance  of  lie  operatiuna  to  the  immediate 
WMOn  of  danger — an  expedient  which  reqiiirea  ua  to  part  nitb  oar  lilrarty  for  awhile 
in  ordnr  that  we  may  preserve  it  forever."  The  last  is  the  phraae  used  by  Jndge 
Blackatone  in  his  commentaries. 

On  the  S4tb  of  May,  I7?S,  the  Earl  of  Camden,  Lord  Lientenaut  of  Ireland,  r 


V  apprubatior 
d  the  act  of  179S,  which  was  much  more  atringeut  thaa 
SDT  of  the  orders  of  the  tT nited  States  Qovemment  dunng  the  rebellion. 

It  stated  that  the  exercise  of  martial  law  was  the  undoubted  prerogative  of  His 
Majesty,  and  it  authorized  It  "  whether  tbe  ordinary  courts  of  justice  are  or  are  not 
open  ;  and  that  it  should  continue  from  time  to  time  during  the  continuance  of  the 
rtbellioa."    (See  Tytier-a  Courts- Martial,  App.  VL  pp.  402, 403.) 

Id  Febniary,  1618,  Sir  Robert  Brownrigg,  tbe  governor,  proclaimed  martial  law  in 
India. 

In  Ceylon,  Viscount  Torriugton,  upon  apprehended  insurrectiou,  on  the  29th  July, 
IS18,  proelaitned  martial  law,  aud  it  was  continuod  till  October  10.  Several  rebels 
vcie  executed.  The  conduct  of  Viscount  Torriugton  was  much  animadverted  upon. 
lod  the  qnestion  came  up  in  Parliament.  His  defense  (see  115  Hans.  Pari.  Deb.,  3d 
wriea,  p.  843,  rl  try. ),  throws  mucb  light  upon  tbe  recognized  practice  of  the  English 
Government.  The  alleged  necessity,  tbe  continuance,  and  the  proceedings  under  mar- 
tial law  are  fully  sbonn. 

In  tbe  debate  in  Parliament  the  Utike  of  Wellington  "cont-euded  that  martial 
Isw  was  neither  more  nor  less  than  the  will  of  the  general  wbo  commanded  the  army. 
In  fact,  martial  law  meant  no  law  at  all.  Therefore  the  general  who  declared 
inirtial  law,  and  commanded  that  it  should  be  carried  into  execution,  was  bound  to 
lay  down  distinctly  the  rales  and  regulations  and  limits  according  to  which  bis  will 
wsg  to  bu  carried  out."  In  this  respect  Qeueinl  Butler's  proclamation  of  May  1, 1S62, 
and  his  BDbseqiient  orders  from  time  to  time,  conformed  fu  lly  to  tbe  rule  of  dnty  pre- 
Kribed  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington.  "  Now,  he  had,  in  anotlier  country,  carried  on 
martial  law  ;  that  was  to  say,  that  he  had  governed  a  large  proportion  ot^^  tbe  popula- 
tion of  a  oonotry  by  bis  own  will.  But  then  what  did  be  do  T  He  declared  that  the 
MDDtry  should  be  governed  according  to  its  own  national  laws,  and  he  carried  into  ex- 
vCDtion  that  will.  He  governed  the  conntry  strictly  by  the  laws  of  the  country,  and 
hs  governed  It  with  such  moderation,  he  must  aay,  that  politieal  servants  and  jndgea, 
*ho  at  firat  bad  fled  or  had  been  expelled  afterwards,  conaented  to  act  under  fais  di- 
rection. Thejudgessat  in  the  oonrta  of  law  conducting  their  judicial  business  and 
■dminiatering  the  law  under  his  direction. " 
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The  Eart  Orey  said : 

"  1  was  Klad  to  hMT  what  th«  noble  Duke  aaid  wltb  referance  to  what  it  the  trtie  natm* 
of  martial  I  aw.  It  is  exactly  in  accordance  with  what  I  inrtelr  wrot«  to  my  noble  friesd 
attheiieriud  of  those  trauuictiona  \o  Cay  loo.  I  am  sore  that  waa  not  wTong  inlaw,  for 
I  had  the  i^vice  of  Lord  Tottenham  awl  Lord  Campbell,  and  the  attorney' j^eneral, 
asd  I  explaiued  to  my  noble  friend  that  what  is  ealled  proclaiming  martial  lawii  do 
law  at  all,  but  merely  for  the  sake  of  public  safety,  in  circnmslAiices  of  great  emer- 
gency setting  aside  all  law,  and  acting  ander  the  military  power,  a  prooeeding  which 
reqnlres  to  Imi  followed  by  an  act  of  indemnity  whentheduitaTbanceiaTeat  an  end." 

Tlie  opinion  eipressed  lij  Earl  Grey,  that  an  act  of  iDdemnity  waanecMsary,  dots 
Dot  seem  warranted  by  the  practice  of  the  English  Parliament.  No  snch  indemnily 
appears  to  have  been  required  for  the  Dnke  of  Weltington  or  any  other  of  the  aili- 
ta^  commanden  who  have  exercised  the  power. 

Tbelr  justification  atanda  apon  the  law  of  nations  that  vivaB  In  time  of  war  to  th» 
military  oommaoder  the  right  to  gOTem  by  hia  own  will  3m  hoatile  territorr  he  eon- 
qnersoToocnpiea. 

Id  iward  to  France  and  the  other  great  stale*  of  the  continent  of  Eniope,  1  find  it 
stated  in  the  opinion  of  Attomey-Oeneral  Cnshing  (8  Att'y  Oen'l  Op.,  p.  371) — 

"That  the  state  of  aiege  may  nave  a  lawful  onsin,  like  the  state  of  war,  eitbet  in 
an  act  of  the  political  sovereignty  or  in  the  neceaaity  of  oirenmatanoes.  When  it  ei- 
ista,  all  the  local  authority  pasaea  to  the  military  commander,  who  exerdtea  ft  Id  bii 
own  peraon,  or  delegates  it  if  he  pleases  to  the  civil  magistrates,  to  1>b  exerviaed  by 
them  nnder  his  orders.  The  civil  law  is  suspended  for  the  time  being,  or  at  leaM 
made  subordinate,  and  its  place  is  taken  by  martiallaw,  under  the  supreme,  if  oottba 
direct,  administration  of  the  military  power. 

"The  state  of  siege  may  exist  in  a  city  or  in  a  district  of  the  country,  either  by 
reason  of  the  same  being  actnatly  tM^sieged  or  invested  by  a  hostile  force,  orbyreaeoD 
of  domestic  insurrection.  In  either  case  it  is  the  precise  fact  with  which  we  an  bow 
oonoerned.  The  state  of  siege  of  the  continental  Jurists  is  the  proclamation  of  mar- 
tial law  of  England  and  the  United  States,  only  we  are  without  law  on  the  subject, 
while  in  other  connlries  it  is  regelated  by  known  limitations.  ( Man rioe  Block,  ■• 
voc     See  also  Esriche,  a.  voc.,  for  similar  legal  provisions  in  Bpain.") 

A  reference  to  the  French  code  and  statutes  oontlrms  this  itAtemeut. 


This  principle,  testing  upon  the  law  and  usages  of  war,  is  admitted  by  the 
connsel  of  the  claimant  to  be  correct  when  applied  to  foreign  war.  But  they  attempt 
to  dislinKuish  between  a  foreign  war  and  domestic  inaiirrroliou. 

It  will  lie  seen  from  Cbc  anthnriliesalreudy  quoted  (Judge  Woodbury,  Jnllge  Davii, 
Judge  Waite,  Iven'  Military  Law,  Dr.  Leiber,  and  Attorn  ey-Oun  era  I  Ciisbing,  and  ths 
practice  in  England  and  France)  tliat  un  such  distinction  ii  r^cogniEed;  that  the 
samu  rule  of  war  as  to  the  exercise  of  martial  law  applies  aa  well  to  domeatic  insoc- 
M  to  foreign  v 
_._  .  i,  in  domestic 
_  "  of  the  rebels  aud  ci 
Dlar  and  publicly  known  openvtluiis  of  war  between  sljites. 

In  these  days  when  nihiliata  and  commanials  are  conspiring  agaioat  law,  Qovem- 
ment,  and  the  pnblic  peace  In  Russia  and  France,  neither  of  those  great  powen  eao 
safel]'  forego  the  necessary  exercise  of  martial  law. 


I.  LAW  AT  M«W  ORLKANS. 

Louisiana,  in  May,  1B62,  was  as  much  hostile  territory  as  if  hod  never  be)ang«d  to 
the  United  Statcis.  For  fifteen  moDths  the  United  States  laws,  coarts,  and  jodgse  had 
been  overturned  and  superseded  by  the  Confederacy.  No  man  ooold  liofd  an  office 
without  au  oath  of  allegiance  to  the  Confederacy. 

The  populatiuu  of  New  Orleans,  whether  native  or  foreign,  was  nearly  nnaalinoas 
in  violent  oppoailion  to  the  United  States.  No  Union  man  conld  express  an  opinion 
favorable  to  the  United  States,  except  at  the  risk  of  hIa  life. 

A  general  invading  a  fuieign  country  con  Id  not  have  found  himself  more  oomplelely 
surrounde<l  b.T  a  hostile  population  than  was  General  Butler  at  New  Orleans.  Tfa« 
Confederates  had  left  the  city,  but  were  closely  besieging  it  with  a  large  anny  nndrt 
Qeueral  Lovell.  Correspond riicc  between  the  rebels  in  (be  city  and  Oeueral  Lovell 
aud  the  besieging  forces  outside  wsa  constant,  aud  the  utmost  vigilance  eonld  not  pr«- 

I.  Before  the  capture  of  the  city  the  Confederate  Qeneral  Lovell  was  obllgrd  to 
adopt  martini  law. 

a.  When  bo  lell,  and  daring  the  interval  before  General  Butlsr  oatne,  the  safet)'  of 
the  city  from  riot  and  mob  rule  was  seoored  only  by  the  employment  of  the  Earogieaa 
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ItjtioQ  by  the  iDftTor  for  that  parpoie.  The  terror  and  fear  tbttt  prevailed  amoaK  the 
better  claatee  iaaltown  Iit  the  letter  which  Mr.  Pontoll,  the  ageiit  of  Rupe  Bl  Co.,  of 
iawterdwn,  wrote  to  the'm  on  Uuy  13,  1662,  ia  regard  to  Che  tOO0,O0O  of  silver  placed 
inhii  bond  od  their  acooant.     He  aa.yi: 

"  The  great  spprehengiou  at  that  time,  in  the  eveiit  of  the  fall  of  New  Otieaas,  was 
aM  the  action  of  rhe  federal  GovemmeDt,  which  until  thou  ud  simitar  eveula  liadleft 
priTBte  propert}r  andistiirbed,  bat  the  deaCmotiou  of  piopertr  and  sackiag  of  banka 
by  the  rabbleoiitof  a  mixed  population  of  nearly  two  hundred  thousand,  pending  the 
conKquent  delays  of  an  abrupt  and  violent  change  of  govuraioent,  and  the  event 
proved  that  such  apprahension  was  not  idle,  for  after  the  destruction  and  robbery  of 
ante  amonnt  of  property  on  our  wharves  and  some  of  our  front  stores  and  wore- 
a  general  plunder  of  the  city  wonld  have  taken  place  by  the  rabble  after  the 
Kireai  of  the  Confederate  troops  but  foe  the  armed  interference,  night  and  day,  of 
the  French  and  foreign  brigades  for  nearly  »\x  days,  when  the  Federal  troops  took 
ehante  of  the  city  with  a  snmcieot  force  to  maintain  order,"    (Parton,  p.  373 J. 

SL'The  proclamation  of  martial  law  by  Qeneral  Butler  was  a  necosaity.  It  wastba 
only  means  to  save  the  city.  It  was  approved  by  President  Lincoln,  by  Congress,  and 
by  the  country.  The  forcible  and  express  language  of  Mr.  Senard  on  that  point  in 
his  dispatch  to  Compte  Trellhard,  on  October  II,  1863,  shows  the  view  the  Govern- 
meat  took  of  it  and  of  the  necessity  of  its  continuance  (p.  33)  : 

''New  Orleans  is  now  partially  a  military  garrison  of  the  United  Slates,  in  which 
all  civil  anthority  has  been  subverted  by  an  armed  and  treasonable  insurrection,  and 
the  inhabitants  there  are  now  secured  in  Iheir  lives,  liberty,  and  property  by  the 
pmence  and  anthority  of  the  Army  under  the  command  of  Msjor-Oeneral  Butler." 

This  was  said  by  Mr.  Seward,  in  his  ofHoial  capacity  as  Secretary  of  State,  on  the 
11  October,  1862,  in  this  very  case.  Upon  what  evidence  are  we  t«  Knd  oow,  20  years 
sftir,  that  it  was  not  troe  I 

General  Bittler  at  first  attempted  to  govern  by  leaving  the  municipal  government 
to  tlie  mayor  and  common  connci),  and  tbo  administration  of  criminal  Justice  to  the 
jud|!M  or  recorder*  then  in  office.  But  findioR,  as  he  believed,  that  these  Confeder- 
ate offlejale  were  sending  aid  to  General  Lovell,  and  could  not  be  tmsted  and  would 
not  da  tbeir  dnty,  on  the  20tb  Ma;  be  suspeoiled  theui  from  the  fnnctioDS  of  their 
offiFM  and  appoliit«d  General  ghepley  military  commaudaot  of  the  city,  and  estab- 
lished a  provost' eonrt,  with  MnJor  Bell  provost.judge.  (See  General  Snepley's  "No- 
tice," Parton,  p.  336.) 

In  August,  lt<63,  Oeoetal  Bntler  wrote  to  the  French  consul,  who  complained  of  hia 
order  requiring  citi»-ns  to  give  np  tbeir  arms: 

"Whenever  the  InbabitaalJi  of  this  city  will,  by  a  public  and  united  oot,  show  boSh 
Ifaeirloyalty  and  neutrality,  I  sball  be  glad  of  tbeir  aid  to  keep  the  peace,  aiid  rsstors  Ms 
ctl|  lo  titm.  Till  that  time,  however,  I  must  require  the  srms'of  all  the  inhabitants, 
while  lud  black,  to  be  nnder  n>y  control." 

VI. 

But  it  is  claimed  that  General  Butler  excepted  foreigners  from  the  operation  of  mar- 
tiki  law.  His  words  are:  "Alt  foreigners  will  be  protected  in  tbeir  persons  and  prop- 
erty, as  heretofore,  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States."  This  did  not  exempt  them 
fiem  martial  law,  but  assured  them  of  protection  of  their  persons  and  property,  now 
nniler  martial  law,  as  heretofore  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 

Its  meaning  was  that  martial  law  should  protect  their  persons  and  property — not 
thit  they  should  be  exempt  from  its  operation.  Jn  reason,  no  distinction  of  the  kind 
could  t)e  made.  All  must  t>e  subject  to  martial  law.  Foreigners,  tbnugh  they  ought 
to  be  neutral  (and  many  of  them  werel,  in  fact  were  ofleu  engaged  in  aiding  the  re- 
kllion.  Qeneral  Butler's  letter  to  the  French  consnt,  of  August  H,  18li8.  shows  this. 
He  says:  "You  will  observe  that  it  will  uot  do  to  trust  to  mere  professions  of  iieu- 
iratity.  I  trust  most  of  your  countrymen  are  in  good  fattb  mutral;  but  it  is  nnfortu- 
Qitelytmesomeof  them  are  not.  Tbiscausnsthegoud.of  necessity,  to  suffer  for  vbeacta 
itfthebad.  I  take  leave  tocallyonrattentiou  to  the  fact  that  the  Uniteil  Stntes  forces 
^ve  evecy  inimnnity  to  Munsienr  Boonegrans,  who  clairool  to  lie  the  French  consul 
at  Baton  Houge,  allowed  him  to  keep  his  arms,  and  relied  upon  his  neutrality;  but 
his  ion  was  token  prisoner  on  tbo  battle-field  in  arms  against  us.  Yon  will  also  iio 
me  the  favor  to  remember  that  very  few  of  the  French  subjects  here  have  taken  the 
oalh  ofnentrality,  which  was  offered  to  but  not  required  of  Ihemby  my  onlef.  No.  41, 
altboughailtheoflicerBof  the  French  legiouhait,  with  yonrknovrledgeaud  assent,  taken 
Ibe  natti  to  support  the  oonstitntiou  of  the  Confederate  States.  Tbiis,  you  see,  I  have 
in  guarantee  for  the  good  faith  of  bad  men."  (Purton's  General  Buller  in  N.  0.,  p. 
465 ;  see  also  General  Butler's  letter  to  tJie  consnls ;  Partou,  pp.  4.'>6,  4o7,  iW. ) 

No  distinction  could  be  juKtIy  made  between  them  and  native  citizens.  It  would 
piacttoally  have  l>een  impossible  to  secure  the  objects  for  irhich  martial  law  was  de- 
clared if  foreigners  had  been  oxceptcil. 
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Sooh  a  meanlDg  ■•  Is  dow  gireii  to  thia  phnae  hy  tha  olkltiuiita  w«b  not  Intatided 
b7  6«neral  Bntler,  nor  was  it  ao  aodorBtood  or  olftined  by  forolgnon  at  the  Udw, 
111  Hay,  last,  in  reqafring  th«  British  memben  of  the  Biuopaaa  brigade,  who  had 

£ven  their  antu  to  Beaategard,  to  leave  the  oity  la  twenty-fbac  honia  (Pattoa,  p. 
1) ;  Id  hia  many  dealing*  with  foreign  ooaaala,  and  eapeoially  with  the  Franoh  oon- 
bdI,  Count  IMJao  (see  Bullet's  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  Wat,  Panon,  378),  he  alwsri 
held  foieignen,  lice  natives,  to  be  aabjeot  to  martial  law ;  and  the  foraiguen  sod 
foreign  conaalsdid  not  claim  thecontrary.  See  OeoeralBntlet'B  letter  to  the  Engliih, 
French,  andOredt  oonsnla  of  June  13.  1802  (PartoD,  p.  383),  in  whioh  be  says: 

"  In  order  to  prevent  all  miscoBception,  and  that  for  the  Dit^re  yon  gentlemen  may 
know  exactly  tne  position  upon  whioh  I  act  in  regard  to  foieigners,  r«mdent  bwe, 
permit  me  to  explain  to  yon  that  I  tfalnit  a  foreigner  resident  hera  has  not  one  right 
more  than  an  Anetioan  citizen,  but  at  least  one  right  less ;  i.  ».,  that  of  meddling  or 
Interflaring  by  discussion,  vote,  or  otherwise  with  toe  affairs  of  the  Ooverament.'' 

This  wSB  well  known  iu  New  Orleans  three  months  before  Dubos  was  arrested. 

In  bis  proclamatlou  of  martial  Ian  on  May  1,  he  saysi 

"  No  pabllcation,  either  by  newspapers,  pamphlets,  ot  hand-bills,  giving  aeoannti 
of  the  movements  at  the  soldiers  of  the  United  States  within  this  department,  reflect- 
ing In  any  way  apon  the  United  States  or  its  officers,  or  tending  in  any  way  to  inSa- 
ence  the  public  mind  agaiuat  Lhe  Qovemqient  of  the  United  States,  will  be  penaittrd." 

Can  any  one  suppose  that  native  citizens  only  were  prohibited  tfotn  doing  such 
acta,  bnt  that  foreigners  would  be  allowed  in  doing  them  t 

VII. 

The  claimant's  connsel  contends  that  clainiaiit's  arrest  and  imprisonmant  were 
illegal,  beoanBu  he  was  not  tried  by  a  military  oommlHsion. 

1.  General  Butler  gave  to  his  provost-eonrt  the  Jarisdiction  of  "  high  crimes  sod 
misdemeanors."  If  he  thought  Dubos'  act  a  minor  olfense,  or  fur  any  other  sufficient 
canse  saw  fit  to  withhold  it  from  the  provost- court,  he  had  the  right  to  do  so. 

2.  As  the  will  of  the  commander  is  the  basis  of  martial  law.  he  may  or  may  not  re- 
aort  to  a  military  commission  as  ho  thinks  bent.  Ordinarily,  he  does  resort  lo  a  com- 
misaion  to  oscprlaiu  the  faot«,  as  ho  has  no  time  fur  such  trials.  The  law  he  decidi^ 
for  himiteir.  But  wliere  there  are  uo  facts  in  diapuie,  where  the  alleged  offender  ad- 
mits the  foots,  there  a  military  commission  is  not  resorted  to,  because  it  would  be 
anperduous.  Thot  is  this  case.  Dubos  admitted  tiieu,  anil  admits  uoiv,  that  he  wrote 
and  published  the  articles  complained  of  (p.  10,  20).  Ho  could  not  dispute  the  fact, 
for  it  appears  from  Mr.  Smrar^l's  letter  (p.  33)  that  Dnboa  signed  the  articles.  Ur 
was  brought  before  General  Butler  <p.  8),  and  doubtless  admittwi  the  facts  be  could 
not  deny.  Mr.  Treilhard  admitted  that  Dubos  wrote  the  articles,  but  attempted  la 
extenuate  t  be  oRense  by  saying  that  Dubos  declarifd  "that  in  writing  a  few  comic  ar- 
ticles he  did  not  intend  to  attack  the  Oovernment." 

The  fact  that  he  wrote  the  articles  between  August.  17  andSeptembet  5(theirdstca) 
and  publiabed  them  being  aduiitlud,  tbtrc  was  nothing  left  for  a  commission  to  ascer- 
tain. There  was  nothinu  kft  but  fur  Uouerul  Butlur  to  decide  whether  the  articl(» 
violated  the  law  "by  retlectiiiK  in  any  way  upon' the  United  States, or  were  inleiidcd 
in  any  way  to  iullueiice  the  pulitic  mind  against  the  United  States." 

vni. 

CHARACTER  OF  THE  ARTICLES  PUBUSBRD  BT  DDBOB. 

General  Butler  decided  that  the  articles  did  so  violate  the  law. 

That  decision  was  clearly  right. 

The  President  and  Mr.  Seward  went  farther  and  said  they  were  cMcnUted  to  sdil 
to  Ibe  civil  war  the  a^tgravatiou  of  even  a  servile  war. 

Mr.  DuboH  was  a  neutral ;  only  two  years  in  this  country.  It  was  his  dutv  a^  a 
neutral  and  an  honorable  man  to  abstain  wholly  from  intermeddling  with  politiFr: 
above  all,  from  eiasperatiuff  the  public  mind  against  the  Government.  Instead  of 
this,  be  wrote  in  an  ironivafway  to  throw  contempt  on  President  Lincoln,  on  General 
Butler,  on  the  Union  Army,  to  discredit  the  Union  joiirnala  oa  always  telling  lies,  and 
to  stir  up  the  slave-holders  to  greater  violence  against  the  Government,  andtogivsltr 
severity  agaiuxt  the  slaves. 

When  arrested  he  made  no  excuse  or  apology.  He  gave  no  prouiise  to  amend  his 
conduct,  but  agjj;ravated  his  oRense  t>y  the  inaiuDere  prt-teuce  that  the  articles  wen- 
"jocular," ''aenii-burlesqne,"  and  "not  intended  to  attack  the  cause  of  Uie  Uuitrd 
States." 

The  tiiM  when  they  were  published  added  to  the  evilinSuence  tbev  wereoatcnlaled 
tA  exert.     It  was  August,  1U62 ;  the  month  when  great  dtaasters  iu  VirglDla  had  sniit- 
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IM  tha  Union  Army  knd  oftQM,  And  ft  ConfederMa  ftnny  iraa  within  s  ftw  milM  of 
WtaUngton ;  when  the  rebel*  were  grestlf  eUted  ftnd  expected  a  •peedf  triomph  BDd 
b>  MMD  retake  New  OcleMU ;  when  the  Contadcmte  Qeneinl  Jeff.  Thompeon  wrota  to 
QtoenlBntler  "thAl  theywonld  bftTOlfew  Orleani  In  ^  lew dmja."  (PnrtoD.p.lT*.) 
Thftt  was  a  bad  time  to  sneer  at  "  the  inTlnolbllity  of  the  Union  arms,  and  that  the^ 
vers  the  tortor  of  the  entire  world ;  that  France  and  England  would  b«  bnl  a  month- 
fnl  to  them."  Snob  insulting  langoage,  pabUahed  in  New  Orleans,  among  an  ezoitable 
ind  bitter  popalation  of  relwls,  was  welt  aaloalat«d  to  give  "  aid  and  oomlbrt''  to  the 
nbellion.  and  at  that  momeDt  to  stli  the  pabllo  mind  to  violence  and  insnrreetion. 

Hartial  law  was  obliged  to  be  prompt  and  severe,  to  nip  the  oSbnse  in  the  bnd, 
snd  to  punish  the  offender,  not  only  for  his  mlsoondaot,  but  to  make  an  example  of 
him.  To  what  extreme  he  or  others  might  have  gone,  and  what  deplorable  oonse- 
qncDcea  have  tollovred,  if  not  instantly  repressed,  no  one  can  now  t«ll. 

If  Hr.  Dnbos  had  obsbrved  the  obligations  imposed  on  him  by  the  laws  of  nen- 
tislltv.  and  the  prtralamation  of  the  Emperor  of  Fritnce,  enjoining  strict  neutrality 
OB  all  French  citisens,  he  wonld  not  have  meddled  with  American  politics  in  the 
midst  of  a  civil  war.  His  conduct  wss  Impindent  and  highly  irritating.  It  en- 
dangered the  public  peace.  He  saw  fit  "to  scatter  firebrands,"  and  when  arrested  to 
K'e^,  "Am  not  I  in  sport  I"  It  is  a  plea  that  cannot  be  allowed  when  the  materials 
r  s  canSagratlon  are  lying  aronnd  everywhere  and  ready  to  catoh  fire. 

If  when  arrested  he  had  made  snob  expressions  of  regret  and  such  promises  of 

"  d  condnct  in  the  future  as  he  onght  to  have  made,  and  could  have  made  with 

~[,  be  would  donbtloae  have  been  relieved  from  punishment.    This  is  probable, 

D  the  previoat  day  (September  5)  General  Butler  had  permittrd  the  Estafette 

dn  Slid  to  resume  publication  upon  the  fkledge  of  such  assurauces.  His  order  of  8ep- 
ttDibcr  5,  1862,  is  as  fallows : 

"It  having  beeu  matte  to  appear  that  the  suppression  of  the  'FiStarett«  dn  Sud,' 
French  newspaper,  will  worK  distress  among  the  employ&i  of  the  office,  who  are 
bsltless,  and  the  pronrlKtors  having  assuretl  the  United  States  authorities  that 
nothing  shall  be  publisocd  that  is  offensive  or  inimical,  or  in  any  way  reflecting  upon 
th«  Uuit«d  States  or  its  authorities,  Ibe  publication  upon  this  pledge  is  permitted  to 
berreumed  at  the  instance  of  the  acting  French  consul,  M.  Fauconiiet."  (See  Par- 
icn't-'BatlerinNeiv  Orleans,"  p.  434.) 

IX. 

It  is  alleged  that  Dubos  received  "inhnmau  treatment"  while  in  custody,  and  for 
this  reason  it  is  sought  to  increase  the  damages. 

I.  Mr.  Dnbos  dues  not  say  be  was  treated  "inhumanly."  While  at  the  cnstom- 
bouse  he"  was  in  a  room  with  eight  or  nine  other  porsnns."  (P.  K)  But  he  does  not 
pr«tend  that  they  were  convicts  or  felons.  (P.  ID.)  He  gives  the  names  of  three  of 
lbeui~Mr.  Slith,  Mr.  Leefe,  and  Dr.  DeluiuuK— all  believed  to  be  respectable  per- 

"  I  lost  all  my  bedding  and  had  nothing  to  sleep  on  for  five  or  six  days."  He  does 
not  say  that  it  was  lust  by  the  fault  of  the  Government  or  that  the  Government  could 
have  fumiiihed  hiui  with  bedding  "for  tive  or  six  days."  Such  hardship  cnuld  not 
be  called  "inhuman,"  even  if  it  were  proved  to  be  the  act  of  the  Government,. 

Ills  next  grievance  was  not  a  great  one,  and  his  allusion  to  it  shows  that  he  really 
bad  nu  great  grievance  to  complain  of. 

''The  mosquitoes  were  very  bad,  and  I  had  no  mosquito  bar  to  protect  ms."    (P.  9.) 

H«  then  says  his  eyesight  was  affected  by  the  glare  of  the  sun  on  the  white  aand, 
and  be  suffered  much  pain  from  that  cause.  Dr.  Batchclor,  a  Confederate  prisciuer 
wi;h  bim,  and  who  treated  him  at  llie  time  for  the  affection  of  his  eyes,  saya:  "  Hav- 
iug  hberty  to  go  around  the  house  and  in  ahudy  places  on  the  onlaide  of  the  house, 
there  was  no  necesaity  of  hia  exposing  hiniaelf  to  the  glare  of  the  snn  so  as  to  have 
it  operate  injurioualy  on  his  eyes.  He  had  the  option  of  exposing  himself  or  not,  and 
it  he  did  M  It  was  hia  own  fault."    (P.  Vo.) 

''Id  Bitting  in  the  ahade  with  a  bank  of  sand  opposite  it  would  be  uncomfortable 
for  the  eye,  hnt  it  wonld  be  very  easy  for  him  to  turu  his  eyes  from  It."     (P.  15.) 

Tberoom  in  which  Duboa  and  others  were  confined  was  "  from  30  to  40  feet  long 
and  about  16  or  18  wide.     Itwasdry;  bad  two  windows." 

Kr.  Gillisaaya:  "Oorroom  waa  well  ventilated.  We  were  treated  with  kindness  and 
courtesy  by  the  offlcera."  (P.  IT.)  "  Duboa  received  the  aametreatmeot  we  did.  Mr. 
Dubos  could  have  rrinaineil  iuaide  the  building  during  the  day  or  have  seated  himself 
ontaide  in  the  ahade."    (P.  17.) 

Ur.  Walker,  anriaoner  there,  aays  (p.  48) :  "  The  treatment  was  very  good  ;  wewere 
wrllftd;  were  allowed  to  batlje  under  guard  I  the  rations  abundant."  And  on  page 
19-  "  U  waa  pleaaant,  ao  far  as  climate  was  concerned  ;  Ihe  bathing  woa  fiue ;  better 
than  sbthe  lakeaiile  piaceaj  the  food  abundant  and  good;  the  sleeping  apartments 
good,  and  the  expense  little,  only  for  extras  and  luxnnea." 

oogle 
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Tbe  injur}'  to  his  aTes  w>i  bat  temjionry.  "  I  now  work  •  graat  deal  dnri^  tbt 
night  by  goangbt."    (Duboa,  pp.  90  Had  91.) 

It  is  Dot  pretMided  that  either  Oeneiml  Bntler  or  Pnwident  Linooln  wem  mimd  bj 
evil  mt«iitioD  to  oppress  Mr.  Dnboa  or  to  gratify  *spirit  of  malice  or  reveDfitt.  Onue 
oontrary,  It  is  plain  that  they  acted  from  a  sense  of  duty,  and  treated  him  with  all  the 
mildness  tliat  M'fUi  possible  nnder  the  circnmstancee,  and  with  all  the  forbearance  hit 
perveintf  and  fooUtardineas  wonld  aliow. 

Nor  was  there  anj'  harsh  or  inhnman  treatment. 

Nothing  whatever  sboald  Im  allowed  bim  for  dMoagM. 


Mi.  DuboH  "  gave  aid  and  comfort  to  the  rel>els."  Snob  poblicatloDS  aa  his,  by  ia- 
fluencing  the  minds  of  tbe  French  popniation  to  resistance  against  the  GoyerDmeot. 
were  a  more  seiions  injury  to  the  canse  of  the  United  States  than  if  be  bad  made  * 
speech  at  a  pnblic  meeting — more  practically  injnrioos  than  if  he  had  taken  ams  and 
Joined  tbe  rebel  army;  and  both  in  intent  and  in  effect  gave  "aid  and  comfort  to  the 
enemy." 

For  this  reason  alone  he  is,  in  my  Jndgmout,  barred  ftom  any  oompenaatlcm. 


I>i««eiil{iiy  opinio*  q/  MotuUur  L^aivrt,  Cmnauiipiter  of  t\e  Frvnok  Itipuhlic 

Tbe  Commitaioiier  for  Fraaoe  regrets  not  to  be  able  to  join  la  the  deoisioD  of  his 
eolleagnes  in  the  case  of  Denis  Heng. 

He  Eases  bla  dissenting  opinion  npon  the  following  reasons: 

The  deatmctlon  of  property  sitnated  at  Donaldsonrille,  on  the  b^ks  of  the  Ifis- 
■issippi  Biver,  was  ordered  on  the  9th  of  August,  1862,  by  Admiral  Farragat,  as  ap- 
pears from  bis  own  declarations,  in  view  of  seonring  his  tranaporta  against  the  firing 
from  tbe  opposite  aide,  which  was  attributed  (and  all  ioqulries  seem  to  Jnatify  tbS 
imputation)  to  Texan  gaetrillaa. 

Argnments  and  briefs  have  been  snbniitted  to  tbe  Commission  for  the  purpose  of 
JnBti^ng  the  destruction  ordered  by  Admiral  Farragut,  aiid  the  Commiasion  readily 
recognized  in  this  officer  the  right  of  securing  bis  commnnioationa  by  all  means  con- 
secrated by  custom  and  the  immemorial  traditiona  of  war. 

Haviug  disclaimed  any  appreciation  or  ceuaiiro  respecting  this  measDre  in  itself, 
the  majority  of  theCommisainn  also  admitted  the  following  principle: 

"  That  the  destruction  of  Donald  sonv  I  lie  might  have  been  caused  by  militsry  neces- 
sities, without  tbe  United  States  Government  being  exempted  from  liability  for  olte- 
rior  indemnities  to  the  victims,  that  is,  to  the  injured  property-oivners,  provided  tbe 
destruction  of  their  dwellinKt  could  not  be  considered  aeon  act  of  retaliarion  prompted 
by  their  complicity  in  attacks  upon  the  Federal  tranaporta." 

Thequestionbeiug  thus  reduced  to  these  tertDB,  it  remaiuedonlyt^  consider  wbetbo' 
tbe  proofs  and  testimony  ahomed  with  sufficient  clearness  an  active  participation  of 
the  population  of  Donaldaouville  in  the  incrimiuated  acts  of  hostility. 

In  the  jndgment  of  the  ComminsionRr  for  France,  not  only  the  few  inhabitants  left, 
by  tbe  war  at  Donaldaouville  bad  not  taken  any  part  in  the  attacks  incriminated  by 
Admiral  Karragut,  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  ia  proved  that  they  mode  Ihe  most  merito- 
riona  efforts  with  tbe  Confederate  ofBcers  and  the  Confeilerate  governor  of  the  Stale 
of  Louisiana  to  prevent  the  continuance  of  the  attscka,  sud  even  appealed  to  Admi- 
ral Fatragut  for  effective  aid  and  protection  againat  the  excumions  of  the  gnenillu. 
Inasmnch  as  the  French  Commissioner  differs  so  fundamentally  from  this  deeisioD  of 
the  Commission,  he  considers  it  uselesit  to  enter  into  a  hypothetical  discussion  as  to 
how  Dr.  Meng's  boraes  were  taken  from  him. 

In  the  Judgment  of  (he  French  Commissioner  the  uiajority  have  not  Bnbstantiat«d 
their  charge  of  complicity  by  the  testimony  of  a  single  witness,  and  he  has  songht 
iu  vain  throuKb  tbe  voluminous  recor<ls  of  tbe  Doualdaonville  oasas  for  any  proof  in 

del 


vrier,  Billon,  Rongean,  and  Claverie.  They  all  declare,  from  perBonalknowledVc,  that 
the  citizens  of  Donaldsonviile  took  no  part  whatsoever  in  the  flring  upon  the  Federal 
ti-uusports.  It  appears  from  their  testimony  in  claims  numbered  113,  ItM,  331,  496, 
»iid  G€7,  among  others,  that  the  firing  was  done  exclusively  by  abandnf  T^iHimnT. 
riUas,  who  were  encamped  several  miles  away  from  the  town ;  that  C 
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tq^aCa  tbrettt  to  ban  the  town  cftDsed  gnat  anxie^  Mid  eoMtenatioo ;  tb«t  he  wae 
qipMiIad  to  fur  protection  by  the  mftjorftnd  the  few  mnftiainK  tnli»l>it»iita,  who 
told  bim  that  the;  oonld  not  oontrol  the  KDenillw,  though  they  woald  do  what  they 
could  to  pieTent  them  ttvai  eoDtioDing  tbeae  attaoke  (p.  113  of  No.  406;  41,  49,  116, 
ud  1!9  of  No.  331 ;  US  of  No.  119r43of  No.  36;  Mvf  No.  567);  that  the  oaptain  of 
the  ipieiriUaa  and  the  goveraoT  of  Lonisiana  wen  aneoeadvely  imploced  to  take  into 
MDiidraation  theit  dao^  and  defennleH  BitaatioD,  and  toeaase  the  firing  from  the 
btnkiof  theHlMlMlppi  to  be  stopped.  In  a  word,  it  Ls  clear  beyond  controversy  that 
eieiythiog  that  contd  poaalfaly  be  done  by  the  few  male  adnlta  of  Don aldaonv lite, 
nho  appear  to  have  been  moatly  old  meo  and  foreigaere,  exernpt  from  Confederate 
coDienptlon,  waa  hoaeatly  and  in  good  faith  done  by  them  to  put  a  atop  to  the  hoa- 
tiie  acta  of  the  Texas  gnetrillaa,  and  to  demmutrate  their  Innooenoe  and  their  non- 
Mmplioity  in  these  aat«. 

The  people  of  DoDalilsonville  were  completely  at  the  mercy  of  Commodore  Farrngnt 
■nd  the  Teasels  uf  his  Sect.  The  town  lay  between  New  Orleans  and  Baton  Hooge,  at 
both  of  which  places  the  Federals  had  a  large  military  force.  No  confederate  troope 
wers  in  the  vicinity,  except  CBptaln  MoWhorter's  haudfnl  of  Texas  gDerrillas.  The 
boiineaa  relations  of  the  town  were  with  New  Orleans,  and  the  inhabitants  Iiad  every 
motiTB  of  int«reat  and  reaaon  to  placate  the  Federal  authorities.  Is  It  reasonable  to 
BDppose  that  they  deliberately  invited  the  destrnction  of  their  houses  by  fntile  at- 
tempts  to  retard  the  advance  of  the  Federal  fleet  t  Coald  there  be  anything  nio~~ 
ladierons  and  pitiful  than  this  attempt  to  picture  to  ns  a  handful  of  decrepit  Loni 

uians  and  foreign  tradesmen  armi~  ~  *' ' '" '    ' *"" 

lod  marchiug  down  in  solid  array  t( 

tion  of  theiriown  if  they  failed,  the  advance  of  the  \ 

steamer  of -4^070  registered  tonnage,  carrying  twenty-six  guns,  and  one  ot  tne  targes 
Teasels  of  the  United  States  Navy  t 

A.  LEFAIVEB. 


Jtidge  AldU  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

Washington,  June  i,  1881. 
SiE:  The  work  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  CominissioD  has 
so  increased  of  late  that  I  think  another  clerk  ib  needed  for  the  neces- 
Bitry  despatch  of  business. 

Mr.  Peddrick  baa  shown  me  the  letter  which  he  has  addressed  to 
yon  on  the  subject.     Hia  statements  in  reeard  to  the  necessity  of  a 
clerk  are  quite  correct.     I  should  be  pleased  if  an  additional  clerk  coald 
be  appointed  at  once. 
I  am,  &c., 

A.  O.  ALOIS. 


No.  44. 

Mr.  Aldis  to  Mr,  Blaine, 

July  8, 1881. 

Dbab  Mb.  Secbbtabt:  My  colleague,  Mr.  Geofroy,  still  desires  t« 
have  the  Commission  adjourn  until  October  without  deciding  the  ques- 
tion which  1  presented  to  you  at  the  last  time  that  I  saw  yon,  and  I  told 
him  that  I  could  not  agree  to  so  adjourn  the  decision  of  the  question 
without  some  iustrnctions  or  snggestions  from  you. 

I  see  no  adrantage  in  so  adjourning  the  question,  but  think  it  might 
lead  to  serious  inoonveuience  to  the  claimants  and  involve  them  in 
troable,  expense,  and  even  the  loss  of  their  claims  by  being  misled  as 
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to  oar  opinion  on  that  point    I  think  that  my  ooHba^b,  Banm  dti 
Arinos.  prefers  to  have  the  decision  made  before  we  at^ooni.    Will  70a 
be  80  Kiud  as  to  say  to  me  whether  yoa  feel  inclined  to  give  any  in- 
Btraclions  or  make  any  saicgestions  npon  the  point 
Very  reiqieotftilly,  yonrs, 

A.  O.  ALDI8. 


Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  AldU. 

Depabthent  of  State, 

Wa4hingt0n,  Jtdy  8, 1881. 
SiB:  Referring  to  yonr  letter  of  this  date  regaesting  iastrnotions  as 
to  the  propriety  of  rendering  a  deciaion  upon  certain  cases  pending  be- 
fore the  French  and  American  Claims  CommiBBion^  I  beg  to  state  that 
as  the  Commission  was  organized  under  a  treaty  with  France  and  is  by 
the  terms  of  said  treaty  entirely  independent  of  the  Department  of 
State,  so  far  as  any  judicial  functions  may  extend,  I  do  not  deem  it 
proper  to  express  an  opinion  upon  any  matter  connected  with  the  Com- 
mission. The  reaponsibility  of  all  decisions  and  judgments  most  rest 
exclusively  with  the  commisBionere  and  the  umpire. 
I  am,  &C., 

J.  G.  BLAIKB. 


Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr.  Aldia  to  the  Secretary  0/ State. 

Fbeitoh  and  Auebioak  Claims  Cohuibbion, 

1618  H  Stbbbt, 
Washington,  JuUf  11,  1881. 
3iB :  We  have  just  received  from  Mr.  de  Geofroy,  the  commiBsiwer 
appointed  by  the  French  Republic  under  the  convention  of  Janoary  15, 
1880,  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  French  Republic, 
the  communication  which  we  herewith  incloee. 

Yon  will  perceive  that  he  retires  from  the  Commission  and  ceases  faia  ^ 
functions  as  commissioner. 

We  respectfully  call  your.attention  to  the  second  paragraph  of  arti- 
cle 8  of  the  convention  as  to  the  effect  of  sach  retirement  in  interrupt- 
ing  the  proceedings  of  the  Commission. 

We  have  adjourned  the  Commission  to  the  second  Wednesday  (the 
11th  day)  of  October,  within  which  time  we  hope  that  the  French 
Republic  may  appoint  a  commissioner. 

In  the  mean  time  all  the  proceedings  in  regard  to  the  business  of  the 
OommiBsIon  which  may  properly  be  transacted  in  the  absence  of  the 
French  commissioner  so  retiring  will  still  go  on. 
We  have,  &o., 

Baroit  db  ARIKOS, 

President. 
A.  O.  ALOIS, 
Committioner  on  part  of  United  States. 


Goo^ili: 
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COKMIMIOX  DX8  BA0I^IU.TION8  FKAKOO-AxtBtOADnU, 

WaiHngtom,  le  1 1  JMUt  da  1881. 
HOMfUUB  IM  FbAsidkitt:  J'ftt  rhonuenr  de  tou  Mrt  sBTOlr  qD'Ayont  ra^D  m 
cengi  lie  mon  QoavememeDt  Jc  cewe  k  Is  dmte  de  o«  Joar  mM  foDotions  de  C(Hntlii>> 
wra  da  FnncB, 

Afrtsi,  HoiulaDt  1b  PrMdent,  btmi  toaa  mea  regnta  d«  me  ■tfpkrer  da  voua  et  d« 
■Dtra  eoll^ae  d'Am^riqne,  1m  BBiirBiioei  de  mk  hsate  oonaid^rfttioii. 
Le  CommiaMin  dn  OamvememeDt  da  Ik  lUpabllqDe  FrkogalM : 

L.  DB  OBOFKOT. 


Jfr.  .AUw  to  tA«  Secretary  of  State. 
FBIEnOH  AND  AHEKIOAK  OlAIMS  ComhIBSION, 

1518  fi  Street, 
Wa»kingto»,  April  15, 1883. 
SiB:  I  have  tbe  honor  to  traQsoiit  to  yoa  herewith  a  memoraadam 
in  regard  to  tbe  qQestion  which  has  arisen  in  the  French  and  Amerioaa 
Cliums  Oommisaion  ae  to  the  nieaalng  of  the  terms  "territory"  and 
"territorial  jnrisdiction,"  as  ased  in  the  first  article  of  the  conventioo. 
The  arguments  of  counsel  to  which  I  refer  seem  to  suggest  all  the 
I  re&sonH  to  be  given  for  the  one  or  the  other  construction. 

The  action  of  the  Commission  in  referring  the  qneation.  to  the  two 
Goreruments  for  their  consideration  has  donbtless  been  coinmniucat«d 
to  you  by  our  secretaries. 

If  I  can  render  yoa  any  further  Bervice  in  ezaminiug  and  deciding 
tbe  matter  I  shall  be  happy  to  do  so. 
I  am,  &c., 

A.  U.  ALOIS, 
Commiasioner  on  the  part  of  the  United  8tate$. 


MBMORAKDITlf   yOR   THK    SaCRETART   Or  BTATB. 


Dnpllcate  oopies  of  the  cnnventioa  were  aigQcd,  I  snppoae,  one  in  EDgligh,  tiM 
oth^r  Id  Freach,  and  both  aiv.  of  equal  authorily. 

There  ia  a  difiercDce  in  tbe  text  of  tbe  coDTention.  Id  the  flrat  article  of  the  Eng- 
lish copy  the  Jnriadictlon  eitenda  to  claima  arising  out  of  aota  committed  againtit 
the  penons  or  property  of  citizena  of  France  "upon  the  high  eeaa  or  within  the  ter- 
riiorial  Joriadiction  of  the  Uoited  Statea." 

Id  the  French  copy  the  aame  pasaage  readathoa:  "Eo  hante  mer  od  mrletetrl- 
t^ire  de«  fitats-UDia." 

If  tbe  worda  "  terHtorial  Jnriadiction  "  mean  the  same  thing  aa  "  territory,"  tbeo 
there  ia  no  iDbatantial  diSerence, 

Tlie  connael  for  tbe  United  States cootenda  that  they  do  notneBii  tbeaune  tbtDg: 
that  "  territorial  jurisdiction  "  meanathftt  part  of  the  rigfitf ul  territory  of  the  United 
Statea  over  which  the  United  States  had  actual  Jurisoiction ;  and  the  worda  wei« 
■UKfl  with  intent  to  ezclnde  that  part  of  their  rishtrul  territory  over  whleb  they  bad 
no  aetaat  JuriadiotioD.    Two  reaaous  are  given  for  thia  coDBtmctioD : 

1.  That  ia  tbe  natural  meaning  of  tbe  words;  territorial  Joriadiotlon  la  diffeNnt 
from  legat  Jurisdiction.  Legal  Juriadiotion  extended  over  all  the  territory  of  the 
United  Statu.     The  rebellion  interrupted  the  exercise  of  thia  le^al  right  in  ail  that 

S art  of  the  United  States  which  was  not  reclaimed  from  the  CoDWderacy,  bat  did  not 
eatroy  it.  Hence  the  legal  jurisdiction  wae  for  the  time  being  snapended  iu  all  part 
of  the  territory  in  which  the  Confederacy  bore  sway ;  and  the  actual  or  "  territorial 
jntiadictioQ  "  waa  oonflned  to  that  part  of  their  teiritory  which  waa  iu  the  aotod 
poaaeaaiou  and  control  of  the  United  Btatea. 

Saefa  la  tb«  argument  of  the  counsel  of  tbe  United  Btatea  upon  tbe  natural  Mtd 
ordioaty  neuilng  of  tbe  words.  ,-.  , 

_.ii,CiOO'^le 
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2.  It  is  fartlier  nrued  that  the  United  States  onght  not  to  be  ra«poD«ible  fbt  wte 
oomiuitt«d  withiD  territory  over  wblcb  tbe;  have  no  Jniiadiction. 

I  beg  to  refer  to  tbe  printed  arKumeiit  of  the  cuansel  for  tiie  United  Btatea, 
which  will  better  sbow  ma  viewB.     11  is  Baaezed. 

Tbe  argument  oa  the  Freocb  side  ia : 

1.  The  word  "territorial"  qaaliBea  the  term  "JariRdiotion,"  and  mekoi  "Jnriidic- 
tlon"  liroiteil  bvaud  ooeiteDslre  ivith  territory,  and  not  jaiiadietlon  limited  b;ud 
ooeiteQBive  with  actaal  posBesaloDi  that  actnal  jarladiotioipqaallfiea  JnriadictioB b* 
limltingit  to  actaal  posaegsioD  and  to  something' leas  than  "territorial  JatisdiclJOD, 

.  while  territ«rial  jnrisdiotion  carries  Jorisdictlon  aa  far  aa  tcnitor;  extends,  and  is 
therefore  eqalvaleot  to  "  territory." 

The  French  conusel  farther  contends  that  the  word  "territoire"  or  "territoij"  ii 
aoaoeptible  of  only  one  meaning  and  embraces  nil  the  territory  of  tbe  United  Stltca; 
and  that  if  tb<>  worda  "territorial  jnrisdiction"  are  aiiiceptible  of  two  meaniBgi, 
that  meaning  sbonid  be  adopt«d  which  harmoiilEea  with  the  word  "territoire,"  and 
so  gives  tbe  two  lexta  a  common  and  harmonious  and  not  an  inoonalsteut  and  eentra- 
dlctor.v  sense. 

2.  The  French  counsel  further  insista  that  in  that  port  of  the  English  text  which 
describes  the  claims  of  American  citizens  against  France,  in  the  preoeding  part  of 
Article  I.  the  words  used  are  "  acta  committed  npon  the  high  seas  or  witbin  tbe  ter- 
ritory of  France,"  thus  embracing  "  all  the  territory  of  France,"  althooKh  at  the 
time  tbo  city  of  Paris  and  a  part  of  the  territory  of  France  was  not  within  Uie  actnal 
Jnrisdiction  of  the  French  Government. 

As  therefore  the  French  Oovemment  la  reaponaible  for  acta  Committed  within  the 
territory  of  France,  Ibougb  not  within  territory  anhject  to  ita  actnal  control,  to  bf 


the  United  States ;  that  it  ia  the  act  of  depriving  a  citiien  or  nentral  alien  of  hia 
property  for  public  use  that  constituIeH  the  right  t«  compenaatlon,  and  that  k>  long 
as  the  military  anthoritiea  had  suEBcient  control  or  jurisdiction  of  any  place  to  take 
property  and  convert  it  to  tbeir  nse,  the;  are  bonnd  'in  justice  to  moke  oompenta- 

That  it  makes  no  difference  as  to  the  jngt  right  of  the  citizen  where  the  propertj" 
waa  taken  (so  it  waa  in  the  United  States)  nor  how  tranalent  the  possession  of  the  place 
by  the  military  authorities  might  be  when  it  wna  taken,  so  it  was  actually  taken  by 
the  Oovemment  for  ita  nse. 

That  it  makes  no  difference  with  the  moral  obligation  of  tbe  United  States  to  pay 
for  private  property  taken  for  pnblio  nse  that  it  was  taken  within  the  Confederate 
lines,  so  long  as  the  &ct  is  proved  that  it  was  so  taken  and  so  converted  to  the  army 
ate  by  United  States  military  authorities. 

That  these  just  riahta  of  French  citizens  wonld  he  defeated  is  a  great  many  coses, 
■od  the  olijeclB  of  the  convention  be  frustrated  by  tbe  construction  asked  for  by  the 
Dntted  States  counsel. 

4.  That  the  United  States  in  establishing  tbe  Sonthem  Claims  Commission,  and  in 
i^owlng  compensation  to  its  loyal  citizens  through  that  tribunal,  reoo^iied  and 
acted  upon  the  principle  that  the  loyal  citizen  waa  entitled  to  compenaatlon  for  pti- 
Tate  property  taken  for  army  nse,  whether  it  was  taken  within  tbe  Confederate  llncf 
or  out ;  that  the  right  to  compensation  stood  npon  the  baaia  that  private  pntperty 
was  taken  for  public  use,  nud  the  place  where  it  waa  taken  waa  wholly  immaterial, 
ftnd  that  for  these  claims  of  French  citizens  the  same  rule  should  be  adopted,  as  tbe 
claims  were  of  precisely  the  same  kind  as  those  examined  and  settled  by  the  Soutbcni 
Claims  Com  miss  ion. 

That  the  United  States  Government  In  esl-abllshing  this  CommiMioo  did  not  intend 
to  give  to  French  citizens  any  different  or  any  leas  compensation  for  tbef  r  property 
taken  for  public  use  than  that  which  they  gave  to  their  own  citizens  by  the  Bonthsm 
Claims  Commission. 

I  beg  to  refer  to  the  arguments  of  M.  de  Cbambrun  and  his  osaifttant  eoonael,  Ur. 
Hone,  for  a  better  elncidation  of  their  views. 

We  have  decided  to  suspend  action  in  all  cases  depending  upon  the  oonstmation  to 
be  given  to  this  clause  in  the  convention  till  we  hear  whether  the  two  OoTeramantt 
can  come  to  some  understanding  upon  the  anhject,  or  shall  deoide  to  leave  it  to  u  for 
onrjndioial  deoiaion. 

The  term  of  the  Commisaion  is  so  short,  and  the  work  to  be  dona  by  them  is  so 
■teat,  that  we  venture  respectfully  to  suggest  that  an  early  decision  of  the  question 
u  desirable. 

I  am,  &o., 
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uouvKHT  or  ram  counbil  fok  thk  uiotkd  HTAisa  in  bufport  of  cbhtain  prof- 

OeiTIOVB  APPLICABLK  TO  MANY  CAHKB  BBFOBB  THE  COXMI8810KS,  AJ(D  PABTULLT 
TOCIJJIU  NOB.  24,  38,  3i>,  And  100  VS.  THX  UNITXD  BTATK8,  KNOWN  Afl  THS  "04lR- 
DEN   CiSKB." 

Wabhinoton,  Jfnrok  14,  1883. 

Ut.  BotrrwcLLuid: 

Mr.  PiMddent  and  gAntlemen  of  the  CommiuioD,  it  it  agreod  bf  the  coatisel  for  th« 
two  OoTenimeDt«  that  thev  will  now  subuiit  to  the  CommiBsioD  the  foUowlng  CMeai 

Mo.  34.  Anna  and  Joha  'Tidal  m.  The  United  States. 

tSa.  38.  Pierra  Petrvqain  t«.  The  UDiteri  State*. 

So.  39.  Baptiste  Langa  m.  The  United  States. 

No.  100,  Jean  Odeod^al  rt.  The  Uuit«d  States. 

These  four  cases  are  by  the  coansel  for  the  United  States  to  be  snbstaiitiallf  of  the 
ume  character.  They  are  claims  for  losses  altsged  tohave  been  suffered  fh>m  thedep- 
KdatioQH  of  the  soldier;  of  the  United  States  during  the  late  civil  war.  Of  oouratt 
the  main  queetjan  is  whether  the  Oovernmeiit  of  the  United  States,  under  the  treatf, 
utobe  made  responsible  for  Ihe  damages  thns  suatained  b;  the  parties  olaimaut. 
The  counsel  for  the  United  State*  have  discnsaed  that  question  in  their  briefs,  and 
ospeeiall;  in  the  brief  in  the  case  of  Vidal,  No.  24,  where,  at  some  length,  we  baTe 
atlempted  to  support  the  sappositiou,  upon  the  facts  shown,  that  that  was  a  case  of 
pillage,  and,  beiuK  a  case  of  pillaKe,  that  by  the  treaty  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  is  uot  bound  to  respond  in  daniagea.  In  the  o^er  three  cases  our  briefs  show 
the  argDiUHDt  upon  the  facts,  differing,  as  they  do  somewhat,  and  in  each  one  refer- 
Mice  is  made  to  the  brief  in  the  ViUal  case. 

I  do  not  iotaiid  that  the  rumarbi  that  I  now  make  shall  be  accepted  by  the  Com- 
mlisioD  HH  asabstitiite  for  the  briel'H  filed,  but  J  shall  necessarily,  in  the  course  of  my 
obeer rations,  repeat  some  of  the  doclriafs  laid  down  in  those  briefs,  and  very  likely 
refer  to  some  of  the  authorities  therein  citeil.  J  wish  to  place  myself  in  snch  a  posi- 
tiOD  that  it  may  not  be  necessary  hereafter  to  repeat  the  argument  npon  the  sevural 
propositions  that  I  am  now  to  consider;  and.  therefore,  much  of  what  I  may  say 
will  not  bear  directly  npon  the  single  qnestion  involved  in  the  cases  now  submitted. 
I  think  it  is  proper  (or  the  oouniwl  for  the  (lovernment  oi  the  Uuiled  States,  at  some 
moment  of  time,  andjat  an  early  moment,  to  express  his  opinion  upon  iiuestions  of  Ian 
tbst  are  to  arise  in  the  various  cases  U[>or*  •^*"  .i..-.i--.*  -.j»j.«  <i.^.». »:..»..... 

Hy  first  proposition,  which  has  only  it  i' 
mission,  is  this ; 


By  the  mlee  and  practice  of  modern  nations  in  time  of  war  an  liivadiug  army  may 
seize  and  appropriate  or  destroy  all  niiimtionsof  w.ir,  and  allHtorKs  of  provision-)  and 
elotbing  that  may  have  been  patliered  for,  or  that  may  be  made  useful  to,  the  enemy. 

Iciteiu  snpport  of  that  proposition  President  Woolsey  in  Uis  work  on  Interna- 
tional Law,  fifth  edition,  paragraph  1117,  where  be  says : 

"The  rule  is  now  pretty  well  established,  that  while  all  military  stores  and  build- 
ings are  lawful  pinnder,  and  while  evcr.v  edifice  iu  the  way  of  military  movenieuts, 
whether,  indeed,  public  or  priTatc.  ma.v  be  destroyed,  whutever  does  not  contribute  to 

The  exception  which  he  makes,  "  whatever  does  not  conlributc  to  the  uses  of  war 
ooijht  to  remain  intact,"  is  also  eiccpted  out  of  my  proposition,  which  is  that  all  mu- 
nitions of  war  and  all  stores  of  provisions  and  clothing  that  may  have  been  gathered 
for  or  may  be  made  useful  to  the  enemy,  may  be  either  seized  or  desf  royctl. 

Mr.  William  Whiting,  who  many  years  ago  wrote  a  very  valuable  wnrk  on  the  war 
powers  of  the  United  States  under  the  Constitation,  but  based  also  on  public  law,  and 
treating  largely  of  the  war  powers  that  pertain  to  evnt-y  government,  said : 

"Property  of  persons  residing  in  the  enemy's  country  is  deemed  iu  law  hostile,  and 
robject  to  condemnation  without  any  evidence  as  to  the  opinions  or  predilections  of 
the  owner.  If  he  is  the  subject  of  a  neutral,  or  a  citizen  of  one  of  the  belligerent  states, 
and  has  eipres8''d  no  disloyal  sentiments  towards  hix  country,  still  his  residence  in 
the  enemy's  country  impresse*  npon  his  property,  engaged  in  commerce  and  found  on 
the  ocean,  n  hostile  character,  and  subjects  it  to  coodenmatioii.  This  familiar  prin. 
ciple  of  taw  is  sanctioned  in  the  highest  courts  of  Ensland  and  of  the  United  States, 
and  has  been  decided  to  apply  to  cases  of  civil  as  well  as  of  foreign  war, 

Thnsperaonat  property  of  every  kind.  ammnoition,pnivi8ian.  contraband,  orslavea. 
may  be  lawfally  seized,  whether  of  loyal  or  disloyal  eitisens,  and  is  by  law  preaomea 
hovtile  and  liable  to  condemnation  if  captnred  within  rebellions  districts.  'Thia  right 
of  sriinre  and  condemnation  is  harsh,  as  all  the  proceedings  of  war  are  harsb  in  tbs 
sitreme;  bat  it  is  nevertbeleas  lawful.  It  woald  be  barah  to  kill  in  battle  •  loyid 
•iUiw,  who,  hnvinf  been  Impreased  into  the  ranks  of  the  r«behii,  ia  made  to  flgbt 
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uklnrt  hit  eonntiT ;  ret  It  !■  Uwtnl  to  do  m."    (Wh  dowub  nnd«T  tbe  C«nsUtttM% 
pp.  C0-BT,  43d  «d.) 

Id  tbe  QMS  of  Hn.  AlezMtdo^  eotton  (K  WftlUoe,  page*  418  and  419),  tlw  Moa 
dootrlne,  BnlMtKntlally,  laUiddown,  ufollowi: 


Thaw  faota  preMiit  the  queatton,  Waa  thia  ootton  Uwrol  nuritime  prise,  rabjeot  to 
-- '—  'nriadiotir-  -'"- '-  -'*"-  "-■-'■-'  •"---  • 

JTtl ---      - , 

too  praoftriona  to  change  the  enemf  relktion  created  for  tbe  eonntrr  tad  it*  inbabit- 


le  prize  JariadictloD  of  tbe  oonrta  of  the  United  Stateef 
"Tbere  oan  benodonbt,  we  think,  that  itwaaenemiea*  propertT.    The  mill 
snpalloa  bT  tb«  national  mtlitary  foroea  waa  t4io  limited,  too  tmperftet,  tao  hr 


anta  by  three  yesra  of  oooUnaona  Tebellion ;  intwrnpted  at  laat  tor  a  few 
immediately  renewed,  and  ever  alnae  maintained.    The  pariah  of  AToyellee,  i 
olnded  the  cotton  plantation  of  Hra.  Alexander,  inolnded  alao  Port  De  Bi 


atraoted  in  part  by  labor  (tota  tbu  plantation.    The  rebeta  reoccnpied  the  fort  ■■  umhi 
aa  It  was  evaonated  by  the  Union  troopa,  and  bave  aince  kept  poiaeawoit. 

"  It  is  aaid  that  thoagb  remain inKin  rebel  territory,  Hra.  Alexander  baa  no  peraonal 
sympathy  with  tlie  rebel  oaaae,  and  that  her  propniy  therefore  cannot  be  regarded 
BH  enemy  property;  bat  this  eonrt  cannot  ijiqQire  Into  the  petaonal  character  and  dla- 
poaitlons  of  individual  Inhabitanta  of  enemy  territoir.  We  moat  be  governed  by  the 
prinolple  of  public  law,  ao  often  annonuced  fh>r[i  the  bench  as  applicable  alike  to 
civil  and  International  wars,  that  all  the  people  of  each  state  or  dutrict  in  inaorreo- 
tioD  aftaioat  tbe  United  Statea  nnat  be  regarded  as  enemiea,  until  by  the  action  of 
the  It^alatnre  and  executive,  or  otberwiae,  that  relation  ia  thoroughly  and  perma- 
Dontly  changed." 

I  have  only  to  add  upon  this  point  that  if  tbe  dootrine  were  not  admitted  andacted 
npoD,  then  the  neceaaary  and  natural  and  proper  ohjecta  of  wiw  eonid  never  be  ao- 
compliefaed.  In  the  nature  of  thioga  it  ia  within  tbe  lawfiit  powere  of  an  iavadiug 
army  to  deatroy  the  ammnnitlou  of  the  enemy  and  to  canture  the  clothing  and  pro- 
viaioDB  and  whatever  elae  might  be  made  apecially  oaeAu  1«  tbe  enemy  in  tbe  proae- 
cntion  of  the  war. 

II. 

,  vadini  ,      ,  „  .. 

prlating  to  its  own  use  all  the  property  found  in  the  enemy's  country,  whether  m 
able  or  immovable,  that  may  be  necessary  for  ita  aubaiatenoe  or  defense. 

On  this  point  Pieaident  Woolsey  has  stated  a  pmpoaition  that  I  hare  no  donbt  ia 
jDStiSed  by  tbe  principles  of  public  law. 

In j)aragraph  No.  13b  he  saya : 

"The  property,  movable  aa  well  as  immovable,  of  private  peraons  in  an  invaded 
country  is  tn  remain  unirjar^.  If  the  wanta  of  tbe  hoatile  army  require,  it  may  be 
taken  liy  authorized  peraouaat  a  fair  value;  bat  marauding  most  be  checked  by  dis- 
cipline and  penalties."    (Wonisev's  Interastional  Law,  6tta  ed.) 

Wheatou  says  (International  Law,  p.  434,  6th  ed.) : 

"As  to  personal  property  or  movaltles,  tbe  title  is,  in  general,  considered  aaloatto 
the  former  proprietor  as  soon  as  tbe  enemy  has  acqulreda  firm  possession ;  which  aa 
a  seneral  rule  is  couaidered  aa  taking  place  after  the  lapse  of  twenty-fonr  hooi^  or 
after  the  booty  has  been  carried  into  a  place  of  safety,  <n/ra  prcuidia  of  tbe  captor." 

The  nile  in  regard  to  the  appropriatiou  of  property  taken  for  tbe  purpose  of  aa 
army  is  aa  broad  aa  tbe  neoeasities  of  the  army,  reaching  in  ita  application  not  only  to 
those  peraons  who  are  subject  to  tbe  government  that  la  prosecuting  tbe  war,  but  it 
applies  with  equal  force  to  aliens  and  strangers  who  are  dwelling  in  the  eoontty. 
Even  if  they  are  strangeia,  who  may  have  come  into  the  eoantry  subsequent  to  tbe 
commeuceinent  of  the  war,  they  are  nei-ertheleas  to  be  treated  as  enemies. 

Bnrlamoqui  says  (quoted  in  the  case  of  tbe  Venua,  S  Cranch,  392) :  , 

"'    ■"    """  e  who  settle  in  the  enemr's  country  after  a  war  is  began,  of 


which  thej  baS  previous  notice,  may  Justly  be  looked  upon  aa  enemiea  and  treated  as 
ancta.  Bnt  iu  regard  to  auch  aa  went  tbitber  before  the  war.  Justice  and  huEaapity 
require  that  we  shonld  give  them  a  reasonable  time  to  retire,  and  if  they  neglect  that 


property  found  in  tbe  enemy'a  oonntry  that  may  be  especially  nMtal  to  the  enamyis 
tbeproaecutioD  of  the  war. 

Thia  doctrine  is  involved  in'the  first  proposition;  but,  nevertheleaa,  then  maybe 
other  articles  than  clothing,  proviaiona,  acd  mnnitione  of  war  that  may  be  the  sub- 
ject of  aeiiure  and  destruction.  In  our  civil  war  we  declare  eotton  to  ha  of  that  sa- 
tnre,aDd  tbe  dootrtnsof  contraband  of  war  reata  upon  tbiapropoalUon.  If  tbepnipo- 
aitioD  be  not  true,  then  nothing  can  beoonitabandof  war  except  the  mnDlUonaooly. 
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At  tba  Mta  Minmetst«d  an  fttnoDK  the  right*  of  belligarBiita,  then  !■  nelthw  remedT 
Dor  ndroB  bj  pablle  or  mnDioipulAW. 

Iliii  prOpoBitlonlBOf  «onaeqiieiioeln  thsotMMpeiidlng  before  at.  TbemleftpplJM, 
ofonine,  to  kUbub  who  have  mnaiaed  neutral,  and  thoie  whose  BTmpathiee  are  with 
tbc  goTerninent  repnMatad  by  the  invading  army,  >■  well  >b  to  penoos  SDgaged  in 
actul  hoatilitiea. 

It  is  not  Decenary  to  qnot«  law  anthoritie*  in  Bnpport  of  this  propodtloD.  The  foot 
that  in  odi  o<nt  oaae,  in  order  to  proTide  a  remedy,  we  have  iDBtitiited  three  great 
morareeforthe  relief  of  safferera  by  the  operBtionB  of  oar  armiee  in  the  late  ciril  war, 
i>  cODcloBive  that  there  wa«  no  existing  remedy  for  the  Ioomb  BOBtaioed.  In  the  fint 
placF,  the  Sonthero  ClainB  Comminion  was  oreated  for  the  purpoee  of  liquidating  the 
cluma  of  loyal  citizena  of  the  ITnited  Statei.  Then  there  waa  the  Britiab  and  Amer- 
idti  Mixed  ClainiB  CoiaiiiiBfiion,  and  at  last  the  French  and  American  Claima  Commia- 
ilODB.  These  oommiBeioue  wonid  have  l>een  unneceasary  if  there  had  been  any  remedy 
ot  ledresB  by  ninnioipal  law  or  by  general  public  law.  Therefore,  if  Koveniment  fa 
Dotboand  by  general  public  law,  and,  as  far  as  I  know,  there  Is  no  each  law,  and  if  the 
GoTUUiiieDtof  the  United  States  bymnninipal  taw  was  not  I)oand  tocompenaate  per- 
•ou  whose  property  had  been  taken  by  civil  or  military  anthority,  ve  are  Jaatifled  in 
■dytnciDg  one  alep  further. 


With  itronger  reason  it  iiBrecogniiedrnleof  wartfaat  agovemmeat  Isnot  aoawer- 
able  for  losses  incident  to  the  presence  of  the  army,  and  wbiuh  arise  from  the  nnan 
tborized  acts  of  the  soidiery  or  the  depredationB  of  oamp  followera. 

WLat  has  been  tme  of  every  inTndmg  army  was  trae  in  nn  nntiBaal  degree  of  onr 
■rmies  operating  in  the  South  dnring  the  late  civil  war.  The  movemeota  of  those 
snniM  were  not  only  marked  by  the  presence  of  the  organiied  soldiery,  bnt  were 
smenable  to  the  laws  of  war  and  snbject  to  strict  discipline,  and  noder  the  eye  of 
cauunanders,' bat  the  armies  were  attended  by  hordes  of  men  called  camp  followers. 
DDrini:  the  progrpss  of  tbewar  there  was  gathered  at  the  headquarters  of  every  anoy 
aperatmgin  the  disloyal  States  a  large  nnniberof  white  meu  (rufagees)  vrho  had  been 
IotbI  to  th?  Constitution,  and  who  were  obliged  to  flee  from  their  homes. 

Next,  the  hoadqiiiTters  of  every  commander  were  beseiged  by  a  body  of  emanol- 
paled  RluTes,  who  rushed  to  the  army  for  protection,  succor,  and  support. 

While  it  wonld  be  an  extreme  hardship  probably  npon  any  Goverament  to  be  eom- 
p*lled  to  contribute  to  the  persons  who  might  suffer  losses  from  the  presence  of  an 
army,  yet  In  the  ease  of  the  United  States  it  wonld  be  inconceivably  greater  than  in 
tbe  case  of  any  other  Oovemment  carrying  on  war  in  modem  times.  I  have  no  idea 
thatan^  other  armies,  certainly  not  on  the  continent  of  Enrope,  if  you  can  belleTe 
what  history  relates,  have  been  attended  by  such  a  mnltitude  of  perwms  eeeking  pro- 
tcclion  and  snpport  as  attended  the  opprations  of  the  armies  of  the  United  Btatea 
daring  the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion.  Therefore  we  maintain  that 
nnlpss  the  Oovemment  of  the  United  States  has  agreed  to  compensate  tbnse  who  snf- 
frred  loss  from  the  presence  of  the  Army,  it  is  not  within  (to  say  nothing  of  equity) 
Itie  principles  of  Jnstico  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  sboatd  be  called 
upon  to  reapond  in  damages. 

The  doctrine  I  now  advance  was  held  by  the  British  and  American  Miiod  Com- 
miuion.  I  refer  to  Hale's  Report.  (Papers  relating  to  the  treaty  of  Washington, 
vol.  6.)  On  page  44  he  says  in  relerenoe  to  claims  for  property  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  and  appropriated  by  the  United  States  forces  within  the  enemy's  country,  not 
appearing  to  have  been  taken  under  any  regular  requisition  or  orderfor  military  use, 
orb;  command  of  any  authorized  officer: 

"These  claims  were  nnmerons  and  of  great  variety  in  regard  to  the  circnmstancea 
of  the  alleged  taking.  It  is  somewhat  difScnlt  to  draw  the  precise  line  of  distinction 
by  which  the  majority  of  the  Commission  were  gi-i-''"'   i-  »!...!.■  ^.^i.Ia...      rt  ^.o 


that  the  property  so  taken  was  a  legitimate  subject  of  military  use  and  was  aotnally 
applied  to  militHy  usee,  even  though  such  application  was  not  made  throngh  the 
ngnlar  and  ordinary  channels.  On  the  other  hand,  where  the  property  wH  in  Ita 
Dllnra  not  a  proper  subject  of  military  use,  or,  being  snch,  was  not  applied  to  mili- 
tftry  use,  or  where  the  taking  appeared  to  be  mere  acts  of  nnanthorued  pillage  or 
iDiraodiDg,  the  claims  were  aisallowed." 

Ti —   —  11.-  »_ii — ; 1 li—  leygrji  oj  iQo  cases. 

.  .  B  qnotatloua  from 

me  proposition. 

n  though  they  are  prOTed  fo. 


B  prOTed  to, 
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hsT«  been  committed  bj  wldlen  of  the  Army,  were  not  odI;  uot  antfaoriud  bj  th« 
offloert  of  tbe  Army,  bat  they  were  iu  violation  of  general  orden,  and  of  speeiftlor- 
den,  »nd  of  the  Rutei  and  Artiolea  of  War.     In  oar  brief  in  the  Tidal  oaae  ve  have 


tlon  covered  finally  a  large  part  of  the  groond  whiah  was  the  theatre  of  the  oi 
tlouB  vhere  the  losaea  ooourred  for  which  olainw  are  now  made.  His  ordara  apply  to 
moot  of  the  caaea  before  thii  CommlMion.  On  the  1st  day  of  Hay,  186S,  whloti  wh 
shortly  after  the  eaptare  of  New  Oilean'a,  and  before  the  Iroopa  aetoally  entmcd  the 
city,  be  isaned  a  proolamatioo  annonnolng  tbe  enrreuder  of  the  city  to  the  fbren  of 
the  Unit«d  Statea.    In  that  proclamation  he  aaid : 

"AllperaoDB  well  disposed  to wordu  the  Ooverament  of  the  United  Statea,  whodiall 
tenen  their  oath  of  allegiance,  will  receive  the  ufegnard  and  protection  in  theirper- 
•OUB  and  property  of  the  armies  of  tbe  United  Stat«ii,  the  violation  of  which  by  my 
person  is  pnnishable  by  death.  All  foreigners  not  natnralized and  claiming  allegiance 
to  their  respective  Goveriimenta.  and  not  havinz  made  oath  of  allegiance  to  the  lap- 
poeed  government  of  the  Confederate  Statea,  wul  be  protected  in  their  penona  and 
property  as  heretofore  nnder  the  laws  of  the  United  States." 

11  be  held  in  violato.  subject  only  to  the 

And  further : 

"  The  armies  of  the  Unltt^d  States  came  here  not  to  deatrov,  bat  to  maiie  good,  to 
restore  order  out  of  chaos,  an<l  tbe  government  of  laws  tn  the  place  of  the  painont 
of  men.  To  this  eod,  therefore,  the  efforts  of  all  well-disposed  persona  are  invited  to 
have  every  sueoies  of  disorder  quelled;  andif  any  soldier  of  the  United  States  shuuld 
so  far  forget  his  duty  or  bin  flag  as  to  commit  any  outrage  apon  any  person  or  prop- 
erty, the  commanding  general  requests  that  his  name  ho  instantly  reported  to  tbe 
provost  guard,  so  thut  bo  may  be  panlabed  and  his  wrongful  act  redremed." 

On  tbe  same  day,  by  General  Onler  No.  16,  he  recppitulate<l  the  doctrines,  and  he 
says  in  item  3  of  that  order : 

"  III.  Tbe  commanders  of  regiments  and  companies  will  be  bold  responsible  far  tbe 
strict  execution  of  these  onlers,  aiul  that  the  ofieuders  are  brought  to  punishment.'' 

May  27,  IVGi,  be  says  in  General  Order  No.  32: 

"  No  olBcer  or  soldier  is  permitted  to  take  the  property  of  any  citizen,  U>  shot  ap 
any  house  or  place  of  biuiness  without  b  special  order  from  the  provost  judge,  pro- 


it  marshal,  qnartormastor,  military  commandant,  or  from  these  headqnarlen. 
Any  citizen  whoso  property  is  tahen,  or  annoyed  in  his  property,  or  arrested  by  any 
officer  or  soldier  in  contravention  to  this  order,  will  at  once  report  to  these  head- 


Snarters,  where  he  will  have  redress.  All  taking  of  property  by  officers  or  soldieis 
)r  their  private  use  is  pliuider,  aud  wilt  be  punished  as  sutb. 

By  GeuBial  Order  No.  74,  ilated  September  19,  18132,  all  seizures  of  property  by  Uie 
soldiers  were  denounced  in  the  terms  following: 

"L  It  having  been  [node  to  appear  to  the  commanding  general  that  upon  march«e 
and  expeditions  soldiers  of  the  United  States  Army  have  eutered  houses  and  taken 
therefrom  private  property  and  appropriated  tbe  same  to  their  own  use:  It  is  theK- 
fore  ordered  that  a  copy  of  General  Orders  No.  107,  current  series,  from  the  Wat  De- 
partment, be  distributed  to  every  commissioned  officer  of  the  command,  and  that  tbe 
same  be  read,  together  with  this  order,  to  each  company  in  this  department  thr«e 
several  times  at  different  company  roL -calls. 

"  IL  It  is  fu  thei  ordered  that  all  complaints  that  private  property  has  been  taken 
from  peaceable  citizens  in  contravention  of  said  General  Orders  No.  107  be  submitted 
to  a  board  of  survey,  and  that  tlie  amount  of  damage  determined  shall  be  deducted 
frota  tbe  pay  of  the  officers  commanding  the  troops  committing  the  ontrage  in  propor- 
tiou  to  their  rank," 

The  general  order  of  the  Wat  Department  No.  107  contained  the  following  inhi- 
bitions and  peualtiea: 

"  The  fifty -second  Article  of  Waranthorizesthepenalty  of  death  for  pillage  or  plun- 
dering, and  other  articles  autboriza  severe  punishments  for  any  officer  or  eoldier  who 
shall  aell,  embezzle,  misapply, or  waste  military  stores,  or  who  shall  permit  th«  waste 
or  misapplication  of  any  such  public  property.  The  penalty  is  the  same  whether  the 
offense  be  committed  in  our  own  or  in  on  enemy's  territory. 

"  All  property,  public  or  private,  talten  from  alleged  enemies  must  be  inventoried 
and  duly  account^  for.  If  the  property  tabeu  be  olaimed  as  private,  reoelpla  mast 
he  given  to  such  claimants  or  their  agents.  Officers  will  be  held  strictly  accountable 
for  all  property  taken  by  them  or  by  their  authority,  and  it  must  be  r«tamed_foT  the 
same  as  any  other  public  property. 

"  Where  foraging  parties  are  sent  out  for  provisions  or  other  atorsa  the  eomnuud- 
InKofBcerof  such  party  will  be  held  acooontable  for  tbe  oondnot of  hla oi 
ana  will  make  a  true  copy  of  all  property  taken. 


,Goo'^[c 
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"Vo  offioer  or  toldiec  irlll,  withoat  ftntboritTi  le*ve  his  colon  or  raaka  to  take  pri- 
Tkte  proDertj  or  to  enter  a  private  house  for  that  purpose.  All  aaoh  ftcta  ue  piinuih- 
' '    vitii  dMth,  kiid  kn  omoec  who  permits  tbem  is  equally  m  guilty  as  the  aotnol 


ptiluer. 


mkndtiiKOffloenof  onniesftDd  corps  will  be  held  responsible  for  the  eiecation 
of  these  orders  In  their  rsBpective  oommsiids." 

I  aabmit  these  orders  and  proclamattoas  of  the  War  Departmont  and  of  the  mill- 
tarj  eommander  at  New  Orlrans,  and  refer  t«  the  &ny-e^couA  article  of  the  Bules  and 
Artietea  of 'War  for  the  purpose  of  satisfjilog  yon  that  if  ati  act  of  pillaKe  was  oom- 
mitled,  eren  thoo^h  it  be  proved  that  it  was  committed  by  the  goldiers  of  the  United 
Elates  Armj,  it  was  not  oulf  not  aathotised  b;  anf  civil  officer  or  by  any  milituy 
oommander,  bat  that  it  was  in  Tiolation  of  the  strictest  Qrders,  accompanied  hy  the 
■■     Warr      -    '  "         '■ 

VI. 

Psesing  from  that  point,  I  have  next  to  say  that  in  modem  times,  by  Hpeoial  acta  of 
eoncesNon  In  the  form  of  statDtcs  or  by  treaties,  citiiens  who  were  faithful  to  the  an> 
thority  of  their  QoTemment,  and  aliens  who  had  maintained  a  strict  neutrality,  have 
refcived  eompcDsation  for  losses  anstained  of  the  character  speoiUed  in  propositions 
two  and  three.  Those  propoaitions  cover  property  foond  in  the  enemy's  conntr;  that 
mivht  be  necessary  for  the  subsislenoe  or  defense  of  the  invading  a: 

Property ,      -   •       ■       ■  . .  -     . 

■a  taken  t 

Santhem  Claims  Commission  and  the  British  and  American  Mixed  Claiuis  Cumnils- 
sioD,  anil  now  through  this  Commission. 

Bot  T  say,  in  reference  Co  such  cases,  that  as  there  was  originali.v  no  legal  obliga- 
tion resting  npon  the  Government  to  make  compensation  to  the  sufferers,  the  terms  of 
the  GODceasiou,  whether  fonnd  in  a  statnte  or  a  treaty,  are  to  be  constrned  strictly 
against  the  beneflciaties  of  Cbe  grant. 

At  a  former  sewion  of  the  Cotuniission  the  oonnwl  for  the  French  Oovernmeut  as- 
Mrted  a  diBereot  view  of  this  proposition,  maintaining  that  the  rrant  should  be  con- 
strned lilierally,  or,  as  be  said,  equit«bly  towarda  the  beneficiaries  and  against  the 
GovenuneDt.  En  answer,  I  read  fttim  Woolsey  on  International  Law  (page  160,  para- 
graph ll:t): 

"  The  laws  of  interptetation  in  the  case  of  treaties  are  snbstantialty  the  uime  as  in 
the  case  of  other  contraots.     Some  writers,  as  Orotius  and  Vattel,  go  at  large  into 


roperty  ao  taken  has  been  paid  for  in  certain  cases.  In  some  instances  property 
taken  that  might  be  speci^Iy  nseful  to  the  eneuiv,  aa  cotton,  which  was  seized  by 
troops  dnring  the  war.     When  cotton  was  so  taken  from  ioj'al  citizens,  or  from 


OCT  troops  dnring 

■liens  who  were  neutral,  It  has  been 


The  folio  wing  are  among  the  most  important  of  these  laws : 

nary  >*««  ItmieniH  obtain*,  unless  it  involves  an  absnrdity.     Vi    .  _      

>d,  the  special meaing  which  they  have  in  the  given  art  is  to  determine 


"The  ordinary  >*««  logtmiH  obtain*,  nuless  it  involves  an  absnrditv.     When  words 

ofartarense*     "  ' 

their  sense. 


_  .0  meaotnge  are  admissible,  that  is  to  be  preferred  which  is  least  for  the 
advantage  of  the  party  foi  whose  bene&t  a  claDse  is  inserted. 

"  For,  in  seenring  a  lieneSt,  he  ought  to  express  himself  clearly.  The  sense  which 
the  accepter  of  conditions  attaches  to  them  ought  rather  to  be  followed  than  that  of 
the  offered." 

This  rule  is  distinKoishable  fhim  another  rule  of  interpretation  where  odions 
cISDses  are  introdncM  into  a  treaty,  aa,  for  instance,  that  hostages  shall  l>e  given, 
sod  that  they  may  be  retained  a  certain  period  of  time.  If,  in  snch  a  case,  there 
were  any  doubt  ae  to  the  number  of  hostages,  or  as  to  the  period  of  time  during 
which  they  shonld  lie  retained,  then  the  nnture  of  the  provision  being  odious  to 
human  litierty,  it  is  to  be  construed  against  the  Government  exacting  the  penalty. 

That  is  to  aay,  if  from  the  language  of  the  treaty  there  t)e  a  doubt  as  to  whether 
the  hostages  are  to  be  retained  for  six  months  or  for  live  months,  then  the  proper  in- 
terpretation of  the  treaty  is  five  months,  nndoubt«dly.  But  the  case  before  ns  is  not 
of  that  nature.  Considering  the  liability  of  the  United  States  to  answer  to  claims 
made  by  citizens  of  France,  and  considering  the  liability  of  France  to  answer  to 
ciaims  made  by  citizens  of  toe  United  States,  it  is  clear  that  nothing  can  tie  exacted 
nf  either  Qoverument,  unices  the  liability  is  stipulated  in  the  treaty,  aud  in  terms 
tliat  are  ftee  of  any  reasonable  doubt. 

The  grant  is  a  oonoession  which,  except  for  the  treaty,  would  not  exist  at  all,  and 
the  extent  of  the  concession  must  l>e  made  to  appear. 

The  principle  as  laid  down  by  President  Woolsey,  and  oonformahle,  ae  I  think,  to 
general  practice  and  to  the  reaMin  of  the  case,  is  that  if  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
■sting  throDgh  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  is  to  receive  indemnity  from 
tbe  treaaaiy  of  France,  the  natnre  and  extent  of  that  indemnity,  and  the  precise 
terms  of  the  obiigatiOD  resting  open  France,  shonld  t>e  clearly  set  forth  in  the  treaty, 
and  in  so  far  aa  they  are  not  clearly  set  forth,  the  Government  of  Franco  is  not  buDiuL 
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Ttwt  propndttoii  ia  of  oodtm  applioablB  oohtbiwI;  to  tboM  oUinj  th»X  mn  idTaiiaed 
■a^oat  tbe  Oovenunont  of  tha  Uuiteil  8t>tea  by  oitiieiu  of  Fnuce. 

The  mle  In  r^ard  to  tax  acts  and  tho  mle  in  mgaid  to  ths  >diiilulsti«tlMi  of  Ou 
orlminal  Iaw  Is  Uke  trae  rale  in  qaeatioiu  of  JuriBdlotion.  In  k11  oontroTeraiM  wtMn 
thftra  ia  a  naaooablo  doabl  aa  to  Joriadiotlon,  whether  of  the  penon  or  of  tlie  Mw, 
that  doubt  ia  to  be  giren  in  favor  of  the  party  that,  if  the  oaae  weia  otherwiae,  wogLd 
be  subject  to  the  dnty  of  making  eompenaation. 

VIL 

By  the  treaty  of  Jannarj  IS,  I860,  the  OoTemment  of  Franoe  Id  bound  to  oompoi- 
sate  oitiiena  of  the  United  BtatM  for  loaaea  of  a  apeoified  obaraoter  austained  by  lach 
oitizena,  and  "arising  oat  of  aota  ooinmltted  by  tne  French  oivil  or  military  aotltori- 
tiea  at  the  times  and  noder  the  oonditioaB  mentioned ;  and  the  oorreepUDdiog  obliea- 
tion  of  the  United  State*  ia  to  compenaate  cititens  of  France  for  lonaee  of  a  apecinal 
oharacterauataiDedbrBnch  aitizeaH  and  ariaing  oat  of  aota  committed  '  '  '  hj 
the  civil  orniilitaryaatboritiesof  the  Goverament  of  the  United  States  apon  thehigb 
aeaa,  or  Wilkin  the  imitcrial  jnritdiclion  of  ike  Vnittd  3taU*,"  and  within  the  time  named 
in  the  treaty. 

I  submit  with  grrat  coufldeace  tliat  it  la  not  within  the  legal  oapaoitj  of  thi*  Com- 
mission to  enlarge  that  aufhority  in  the  least.  The  language  iaoIe»r;  it  ia  eipEieit; 
there  is  no  ambiguity  in  it;  and  if  there  were  ambignity  ordonbt,  that  ambi^oity  or 
doabt  must  be  so  solved,  under  the  authority  of  Preaideut  Woolsley,  aa  to  relisre  tbs 
Oovemment,  which  otherwise  would  have  been  charged.  Thia  ia  the  extent  of  the 
obligation  reatiag  u^d  France.  The  oorroaponding  obligation  of  the  United  Statw 
.  Is  to  compeusate  citizeoa  of  France  for  losses  of  a  sueciBed  character  sostained  by 
such  oitiieoa,  ami  ariHiiig  out  of  acts  committed  by  the  civil  or  military  anthoritiM 
of  tho  United  Statos  upon  the  high  seas  or  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  tbe 
United  Blatea  and  within  tho  time  named  in  the  treaty. 

It  ia  to  be  observed  that  in  thia  first  article  of  the  treaty  iathe  phrase  "  tetrilnrial 

IorisdictioTi."  The  wurd  "  territorial"  was  introduced  undoubtedly  for  some  purpose, 
f  the  plirxse  had  been,  aa  it  might  have  been,  "  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
StMea,"  there  would  tben  have  been  a  doubt  aa  to  the  meaning  of  the  single  word 
"Jurindiction." 

It  has  been  asBerted  or  recoguiied  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  bj 
tbe  exKOUtive  de|inrtmeiit  of  the  United  States,  aud  by  the  legislative  dejiartuieat 
of  the  United  St.it4H,  that  while  we  maintain  from  the  tirat  our  legal  jurisdic lion  dybt 
all  the  territory  that  had  been  within  the  recognized  limita  of  the  United  StatM,  we 
also  admitted  that  during  tbe  war  our  actual  lurriturial  juriattiotion  was  limited  bj 
tho  line  of  our  bayonets.  Tlie  Supreme  Court  in  the  prize  easeaaaid  (2Black,  p.  635; 
4  Miller,  H7<!): 

"It  ia  no  luoMi,  nnoreanized  insurrection,  having  no  dodned  boundary  or  poaseasioa. 
It  has  a  boiiuilury  murkod  by  lines  of  bnyoneta,  and  which  oan  l>e  croased  only  by 
force.  South  of  this  Hue  is  enemies'  turritory,  liecause  it  is  claimed  and  held  ia  pos- 
seaNJon  by  »u  ui'g.inizud  hostile  and  belligerent  power."    {i  Black,  <>Ti. ) 

By  Ihu  declarations  and  acts  of  the  Confederate  authorities  tbe  United  States  was 
diaposBeNsed  of  a  portion  of  territory  to  which  ita  lawful  Jurisdiction  extended. 

For  the  ordinary  aid  peaceful  purposes  of  govemmeDt  that  territory  had  ceased  to 
be  of  tLe  territory  of  the  Uuitcd  States.  Aa  a  theater  of  war,  and  until  a  regalar 
and  peaceful  adminiatration  of  law,  either  civil  or  military,  was  established,  Ibe 
Oovernmeut  of  the  United  States  waa  in  no  pro|>er  sense  responsible  for  what  occurred 
Id  violation  of  human  rights,  whether  of  property  or  of  persou. 

When  the  jnrindiction  of  the  United  States  was  re-established  over  the  Tebelliooa 
dittricta  and  Slates,  and  tribnnala  for  the  due  administration  of  lew  had  been  insti- 
tuted under  tbe  authority  of  the  United  States,  then,  but  not  until  then,  did  the 
United  States  become  Teaj)onHible  aa  the  protector  of  person  and  ptuperty. 

On  the  theater  of  war  nagraat,  neither  the  conteodiug  armies  nor  tbe  Oovernmants 
that  they  represent  oed  be  held  respooaible  for  the  losses  and  ii^uriea  that  fall  upon 
private  persons. 

In  the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  Bice,  reported  in  4  Whuaton,  S46,  the  Supreme 
Court  admit  and  assert  the  loss  of  territory  and  of  territorial  jurisdiction.  A  portion 
of  the  State  of  Maine,  including  the  town  and  port  of  Castine,  was  conquered  and 
for  a  time  was  held  by  the  force  of  Great  Britain, 

Upon  the  recovery  of  the  territory  the  revenue  ofHcers  demanded  the  paymeot  by 
Rice  of  duties  upon  goods  imported  into  Casline  during  its  occupation  by  Oieat 
Britain. 

Theconrt  denied  the  validity  of  the  claim,  and  said:  "Casline  was,  therefore,  dur- 
ing this  period,  so  far  as  reapeoted  oar  reveuue  laws,  to  be  deemed  a  foreign  port: 
and  goods  imported  into  it  by  the  inhabitants  were  subiject  to  such  duties  oo^  as  tbe 
British  Goverament  chose  to  require.  Such  goods  were  in  no  oorrect  sense  imported 
into  the  United  Btatea." 
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Wbenevar  it  ia  alleged  in  >  memurikl  thkt  the  property  for  wbioh  conipeuuktioa  is 
oUmed  wiM  taJieD  or  dettroyed  witbla  the  Sttlea  or  partt  of  8t»tei(  deolared  to  be  in 
iiMoneetion  by  the  proolamatioa  of  Praeideal 'Lioooln  of  Aagnat.lS,  1H81  (U.  8. 
But.,  Toi  IS,  p.  2&1),  the  burden  of  proof  is  apoa  the  ol«imaDt  to  abow  that  the 
prapecty  wo  taken  ar  deatroyed  i*bs  at  a  plaee  which  had  been  reoovered  from  the  po»- 
MMion  of  the  enemiea  of  the  United  States,  and  that  it  was  thea  within  the  t«nito- 
TJal  joriediction  of  the  United  Stales. 

Tha  twelfth  attiele  of  the  treaty  of  Washiogton  (Hue's  Beport,  p.  415),  kinder 
which  the  Britiab  and  American  Mixed  Claims  Commission  was  constituted,  doea  not 
eoniaii)  any  langnage,  as  far  as  I  observe,  that  is  eqnivalent  in  its  restriotiTe  char- 
•ctsT  to  the  phrase  ''t«iTitoHBlJnrisdi«tioii,"whi«h  is  found  in  the  treaty  with  France. 
Bat  DotwitOBtanding  the  absence  of  that  limitation,  the  Coinmissinu  gave  that  inler- 
pntation  to  the  British  treaty  for  which  I  now  conteud.  The  action  of  the  cominis- 
uonenis  reported  by  Haie  (pages  52, 53.  and  54).  The  pmcticitl  result  was  (p.  54} 
that  all  the  claims  for  cotton  destroyed  in  the  onoitiy'g  country,  with  the  aiDgle  excep- 
tion of  that  of  A.  K.  McDonald,  No.  42,  were  disBllowed  by  theunoDimous  voteofthe 
Commission.  The  qnestlon  was  discussed,  and  nuineroua  authorities  wer«  cited,  and 
DotwithstandinK  the  power  of  the  Commission  was  not  limited  to  the  extent  that  the 
Dowera  of  this  Commisston  are  limited,  the  result  whb  auch  as  I  now  invoke  at  your 

Ur.  Lincoln,  by  his  proclamation  of  Augu'at  IH,  1861,  declared  "  that  the  inhabftants 
or  Georgia,  Soath  Carolina,  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Louisiana, 
Texas,  Arkansas,  Mississipiii,  and  Florida  (except  the  iuhabitants  of  that  part  of  the 
State  of  Virginia  west  of  tlie  Altnghauy  Mciuntaina,  and  of  such  other  parts  of  that 
State  aud  the  otbur  States  lii^re  in  before  uamoil  aa  may  maintain  a  loyal  adhesion  to 
th«  Union  and  tbe  Constitution,  or  may  be  froni  time  to  time  occupied  and  cootrolled 
by  forces  of  the  United  States  cnEUged  in  the  dispersion  of  aaid  iiiaurgenta)  are  in  a 
nuts  of  insurre<-CioQ  against  tbe  United  Statea,  and  that  all  commeroial  intercourse 
betweeo  the  same  and  the  inhabitant)!  thereof,  with  the  exception  afnreHiiid,  and  the 
eititeus  of  other  Statrs  and  other  partaof  tbe  United  Btatea  ia  unlawful,  and  will  re- 
main oDiawfiil  until  aucb  inanrreclion  shall  ceane  or  has  l>eeD  suppreised." 

As  early  as  the  13th  day  of  May,  11:161.  the  Government  of  Great  BritaiD,  by  procla- 
mation.  recognized  tbe  l>elligeroiit  character  of  tbe  so-called  Confederate  States.  By 
lh«t  act  Great  Britain  accepted  the  facta  which  went  aftfrn'arda  net  f<irth  in  Mr.  Lin- 
cola's  proclamation,  that  the  territory  which  was  then  iuimical,  and  for  the  time  was 
under  the  control  of  the  su-callud  Cual'ederati'  Stutca  Government,  was  not  theu  withlu 
the  territorial  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 

The  proclamation  by  Great  Britain  was  followed  June  10,  1K6I,  by  a  proclamation 
of  tbe  kmperor  of  France,  in  which  beeiijoinedupon  the  citi7.cu8  and  subjects  of  that 
country  strict  nenirality  bf  Iween  the  GoviTumi-nt  of  the  United  States  and  tbe  gov. 
eniment  of  the  BocHtled  Confederate  Stattrt.  I  refer  lo  these  thn-e  authoritifs— the 
pmclaniation  of  the  President  of  the  Unitiid  Statca,  the  jiroclamation  of  tbe  Govern- 
ment of  Great  Britain,  and  the  produinaliou  of  Ihii.Kmperor  of  France — for  the  pur- 
paw  of  satisfying  your  mind.t  th.iC  at  that  time  the  Slates  and  parts  of  States  named 
were  not  within  the  territorial  Juriadiclion  of  the  Uoiteii  States.  To  be  sure  they 
wire  wlthiu  the  legal  jurisdiction  of  the  United  Staten,  and  thereluro  the  Supreme 
Court  said  that  the  inhabitants  of  thofe  districls  were  at  the  same  time  citizens  and 
eofmies.  They  conld  be  pursued  oa  enemies,  and  they  could  be  dealt  with  by  the 
riril  law  as  citizens.  Bui  the  condition  of  war  waa  recognized,  and  territorial  Juria- 
diction  was,  by  the  proclamation  of  the  PreKident,  absolutely  abandoned,  and  except 
far  the  loss  of  territorial  jurisdiction  by  the  United  Stat«a  the  recognition  of  belliger- 
ent rights  in  the  ao'Called  Confederate  State*  by  Great  Britain  in  May,  1861,  and  by 
Fracce  in  the  month  of  Juue  following,  would  have  been  olfenses  of  the  gravest  na- 
tional character. 

I  refer  again  to  the  prize  cases,  as  they  are  called,  reported  in  2  Black,  p.  635,  where 
the  doctrine  is  fully  set  forth  that  the  iiihaUitants  of  the  rebellious  districts  were  at 
the  same  time  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  enemies  thereof. 

IX. 

Of  property  taken  within  the  Ifrritorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  it  is  to  be 


the  actual  conflici 

.  .  r nmption  does  not  a 

SDthority  it  must  be  set  forth  and  it 

,iz.d  by  Google 
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(3)  Proof  thkt  prop«rt7  taken  or  destroyed  witblo  the  teiritorial  juriadietiinioftlii 
United  SUtes  wu  taken  b;  the  miliUry  Kothoritiei  moat  be  mode  by  eTidenoe  ttit 
an  ofHoer  dnly  anthorited  therato,  iaened  mi  order,  general  or  apeeial,  therefor,  or  bj 
OTidenoe  that  the  property  so  taken  wae  eeeentlal  to  the  subeiHtonoe  or  wmtttj  of  the 
Army,  and  tbabit  was  so  u*ed  with  the  knowledge  and  oonaent  of  the  oommaiidiiig 
ofBcer  preeent  at  the  place  of  aae.  , 

By  that  I  mean  to  say  that  if  property  waa  taken,  eTen  though  the  party  claiioiai 
oompenaation  therefor  ahonld  not  be  able  to  ahow  tbat  an  order  waa  actaaQy  unud, 
yet  if  that  property  was  of  aoch  a  sort  that  it  waa  nsefnl  to  the  Army,  and  waa  at 
need,  and  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of  the  officer  iu  eommand,  then  incb  Dte 
with  SQch  knowledge  and  consent  may  rery  fairly  be  conatmed  aa  the  eqaiialent  of 
an  oriKinai  order  for  tike  taking.  This  is  a  iiberal  viewof  the  rights  of  elalmsnta  be- 
fore this  Commission. 

(3)  Or  it  mnat  appear  that  the  property  taken  was  taken  in  fbrtheranoe  of  a  dnlf 
anthcriied  pnbllc  policy,  and  by  a  dnly  qnalified  agent  of  the  Oovemmeot,  oa  In  tbt 
case  of  ootton ,  when  the  captors  were  acting  nnder  the  orders  of  a  military  oommandei', 
in  of  the  President  or  by  Tirtne  of  a  perui  t  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasnry.  If  a 
claim  ia  made  fbr  cotton,  foe  example,  it  mnat  be  shown  that  it  was  taken  by  a  dolj 
qnalified  agent  of  the  GoTernment. 

Finally,  Ur.  President  and  gentlemen  of  the  Commission,  with  these  obaerratiant 
I  Invite  yonr  ooncnrrence  to  two  propoeitions,  and,  submitting  them,  I  leave  the  sab- 
Ject: 

1.  The  Goremment  of  the  United  States  is  not  liable  for  losses  arising  fiom  depie- 
datlons  committed  in  places  where  the  armies  were  present,  whether  anch  depieda- 
tione  were  by  the  soldiery  or  by  camp-followers,  inasmuch  aa  the  acta  were  not  oalj 
Without  anthority,  either  civil  or  military,  but  were  in  violation  of  the  raks  aoi 
articlea  of  war  and  of  the  orders  of  the  military  commanders. 

2.  The  Qovemment  of  the  United  States  is  not  liable  for  a  loaa  of  property,  if  the 
property  at  the  time  the  loss  occnrred  waa  not  within  the  territorial  Jnrisdietlon  ef 
the  United  Statea. 
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cixmino  aroument  bv  counsf.l  for  the  frkhch  rbp0buc. 
Mr.  PRESIDKNT  AMD  Gkntlrmkn  OF  THE  Commission: 

I  did  not  hear,  aa  you  know  <aud  I  am  sorry  for  it),  the  argnment  of  the  Unilad 
8tat«a,  bnt  I  read  it  very  carefully,  and  I  consider  it  a  very  good  aivammit,  at  leaM 
for  certain  purposes ;  a  good  argntiicut  which  covers  thu  action  of  marauden  and 
pillagers,  and  abona  that  they  can  ply  tliiiir  vocation  without  paying  the  dam^n; 
It  covers  also  the  artion  of  a  ^vernmi^nt  tbat  cun  destroy  and  appropriate  piopettj. 
This  is  a  bind  of  hand-book  which  mippiies  them  with  planaibloHrganieatSDottopaf 
for  losses  or  wrongfi-.l  aiipropriation  of  private  property. 

I  believe  there  wiin  )iulilishpd  In  some  remote  corner  of  Paris,  of  the  saventeenlh 
century,  a  little  book  called  The  Hand-book  fur  Aasaaeina.  It  was  charged  thst  il 
was  writtou  with  a  view  to  protect  iiinr(l>>roT8  against  the  penalties  of  the  law,  Th" 
argnment  for  the  Utiiled  StateH  would  seerato  liu  conceived  for  somewhat  simllaipnr- 
poees.  It  saya  there  is  no  responsibility  in  any  case,  aiiit  therefore  the  Govemmfal 
■  ''•     "niled  S' ' '^--- '—     -"i--  '-  -<— •  = ■--- '  — J-- 


of  the  United  States  has  nothing  to  pay  for.  That  is  about  iis  substance,  as  I  nudn- 
stand  it.  For  instance,  singling  out  one  point  among  others,  the  counsel  for  tba 
United  States  says  tbat  if  au  officer,  a  commanding  ofBcer,  has  issued  an  order  that 
no  pillage  shall  take  place,  the  parties  who  have  Buffered  by  non-compliance  vitli 
said  order,  and  wlio  come  here  praying  for  an  award  for  damagea,  have  norigbt  to 
an  award,  for  the  reason  that,  according  to  the  views  of  the  oounsel  for  the  UDit«d 


PBBNCB  AHD  AUEBIOAK  CLAIBU  COHUiaSION.  241 

Stats*,  the  oommBoding  offlceraiBined  ordon  forbiddlDS'  aoM  of  pillage.  Nov,  I  aak 
bin  thia  qneatlon,:  The  window  of  the  upper  story  of  a  hoaae  knnwo  to  he  ont  of 
«rder  Talla  down  into  the  atreet.  It  kltla  a  woman  in  falling  down.  Can  the  owner 
of  tbe  [Hvminea  plead  that  he  bad  f(lven  an  order  to  the  Mrvante  to  repair  the  wio- 
doirf  1h  thia  a  plea  in  defenseT  1  would  like  to  know  if  tbie  defense  would  lie  valid 
brfoTF  any  conrt.  Under  the  oiril  code  of  France,  and  ander  the  code  of  Lonlsiana, 
u  well  aa  nnder  the  common  law,  you  will  And  lliat  the  owner  ia  rt'sponeible  for  the 
doiiij(«  of  bin  rQiplo>6e,  and  that  the  llaUIIUy  PXiHta  DotwitliDtauding  any  orderaha 
may  have  giren  them  to  do  or  not  to  do  a  certain  tbiOR. 

In  retpfOC  to  the  United  States,  Ihrir  responiiliility  does  not  depencl  n|ion  rhe  foot 
that  certain  onlen  have  been  given;  whatflvt-r  they  may  be.tlie  liability  la  the  ume; 
the  damage  baa  been  inflicted  ;  an  oSlcvr  baa  ditecti^  hia  luliliera  not  to  commit  ar>t« 
of  pilJaxe  or  pliiniter;  and  these  ordern  noCwithnraiLdini;,  acta  of  pillage  areonmiitit- 
Ud.  The  fact  that  pillage  has  been  oominitbid  ahowa  there  ban  boen  a  tack  of  disel* 
pline,  aud  it  establiiihrs  the  right  to  present  a  oliiim  fur  damages.  Aawou  as  amu) 
app«ara  with  tbe  noiform  of  the  Unit«l  Statai  Army,  ai  in  thooaaenat,  but,  that  niaa 
ii  praanmad  to  b«  duly  anthorized  to  prrform  thu  act,  and  if  not  aothDriied,  the  ofll- 
oercnnnot  plead  that  his  orders  were  rmt  complied  with. 

Now  loonieto  the  eeoond  brunch  of  the  queation.  Whai  lathemraningof  the  worda, 
"t*rriiorial  jurisdiction,"  and  of  the  word  "  territory"  (Ifrrihiire  in  tbe  Krotich  teit). 
In  my  judgment  (and  I  nm  going  to  show  it,  I  hope,  cimclnHivfly)  tht<  words  "Irrri- 
lorial  JariMlietioii,"  aa  emjiloytd  in  the  langnage  ot  intrriiBtioiinl  law,  has  n  broader 
wnse  I  ban  the  word  "ierrilory."  Oueexleudn  to  wherevrr  the  Bug  of  tbe  country  la 
flown  The  othvr  is  litniiiHl  to  the  lerra  Jirma,  to  ibe  colonies,  to  the  di-jieiidenei fa- 
in the  extradition  treaties  lafunud  an  illnstratiou  and  sdemonalraliouof  tbe  views 
which  I  have  Jnat  stateil.  ' 

I  lake,  fur  instance,  the  treaty  of  eilraditioQ  between  the  United  Slates  and  Franoa 
of  IMJ.     I  read  from  the  tirst  article : 

"It  is  sgTer<I  that  the  high  contracting  parties  shall,  on  rrqnisilion  made  in  their 
DBOie,  through  the  mrdinm  of  their  reiipeotive  diplomatic  agents,  deliver  up  to  Jus- 
tice persons  who,  being  acunsed  of  the  crimes  en  uuiented  In  the  next  following  article, 
cotnmitted  within  the  Jnri>diction  of  the  requiring  party,  shall  seek  so  asylum,  or 
■ball  be  found  within  tbe  territories  of  the  olhor." 

In  one  case  the  word  niml  is  "  Jnrisdicilon,"  In  theother"  territories."'  In  the  case 
of  Ibe  party  upon  whom  tbe  req  nisi  t  inn  is  made,  and  that  has  bound  itnaU  to  deliver 
up  Ibe  prisoner,  the  word  ''  lemtorii-s"  is  used.  In  the  case  of  the  party  making  the 
nqnisition,  the  word  "Jurisdiction  "  is  inaerled.  This  diiitiiiclinn  is  not  confined  to 
this  treaty  ;  but  on  oomparing  it  with  Qve  or  xix  others,  it  will  be  found  that  theas 
words  are  always  need  in  the  same  way  and  with  the  sanii-  meaning. 

I  endeavored  to  ascertain  how  to  account  for  the  use  of  these  dilfi'rent  words,  and  I 
discovered  that  thx  reason  Is  this:  Kor  instance,  a  crime  isoomniitted  iu  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  France;  In  this  cane  the  word  "  jnrtsiliotion"  Is  not  llnilte'l  to  the  ootual  ter- 
ritory of  France;  It  means  the  adjiomi I  waters  klso:  It  means  the  pnblio  vessels  of 
Kraace  navigattog  thronghout  the  world ;  therefore  the  word  '*  terrltitry  "  might  not 
cover  the  ground,  Utorally  speaking,  and  the  word  Jurisdiction  was  snlistitutcd. 

The  soverei^  Hgainst  whom  the  eitraditiou  isaaked  uiually  couHnes  bim>«lf  to  tbs 
delivery  of  prisoners  foand  within  bis  own  actaal  territory.  It  has  been  held  that  an 
arreiit  made  outside  the  harbor  of  New  Yoi  k,  for  iostauoe,  would  be  held  to  be  un- 
lawfully made,  because  node  outside  the  territory  of  the  United  States, 

This  might  also  be  the  case  wiih  the  Bay  of  P'audy,  forinstance,  which  is  a  sort  of 
mtrt  elaMBia,  as  everybody  knows,  and  it  mivht  be  that  the  arrest  of  a  pnrson  who 
was  indloteil  for  mnrder  iu  France  could  not  be  made  tliere  becniUB  it  la  within  ths 
"jnrisdiotion,'*  but  not  within  the  territory,  of  the  Uniteil  States. 

I  con  Id  go  on  and  illustrate  thix  proposition  in  ma'iy  other  ways,  bnt  I  will  con  Bus 
nysolfto  the  following  quotation  from  CbauEallor  Kent,  dsAuiug  ''territorial  Juria- 
dieiion."    He  says: 

■iteods  ii. .  ._ 

Thatia  what  tbe  oommeuutor  calls  "  territorial  J iiri 
we  can  noderstand  and  construe  according  to  their  tr 
tide  I  of  the  treaty. 

Tbe  Brst  port  of  the  treaty  which  relatea  to  France  reads  a^  follows :  "AUclairDioa 
Ihe  part  of  corporations,  coiupauies,  or  private  indivittuals,  citizens  of  the  Uulted 
States,  upon  tbe  Oovemment  of  France,  arising  out  of  acts  cominitted  Hgaluit  ths 
ptniODB  or  property  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  not  in  the  sxryioe  nf  the  enemies 
of  France,  or  voluntarily  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  Che  samn,  by  l.hi;  FreniTh  civil  or 
military  antfaorities,  upon  the  bigli  sean  or  witliin  the t<-rritnry  of  t'raunn,  its  colonies 
sod  deprndenoies,  during  tbe  late  war  between  Fraureand  Mexion,  or  during  the  war 
of  liJTCMTl  botween  France  and  Oermany,  and  the  subsequent  diaturbauco  koown  m 
Ibe  'InsDrreetion  of  the  Commane.'" 
H.  Ex.  235 16  I >OqIc 
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H«»  I  pfttiae  Tor  a  moment.  What  was  the  reamn  tbat  led  to  the  iatrodnotion  of 
thli  ient«ac«  into  this  article  of  the  treaty  I  If  the  ivorda"  territorial  jaTudiition" 
had  been  naed,  il on bla  could  have  arineu  aboat  llabiliiies  ariaiDg  oat  of  oeiiain  uU 
oorumitted  m  Mexicn.  It  cniild  have  been  eaid  that  at  timea  parts  of  that  territory 
bad  been  ODder  the  actoal  control  of  France,  and  in  oriler  to  avoid  apoaaiblemiacDD- 
•tructioD  or  even  a  Hhadow  of  donbt  tbe  franiera  of  the  convention  acrerd  to  ixlM 
the  limits  of  Freudi  territory  nilhin  wbicb  cUiniH  intended  lo  beaeltfed  iniEhthivt 
Miaen.  The  Jnriwlictiou  of  tliia  Cunimiwiou  wai  limited  lo  ilie  territory  of  Franct, 
iti  coloiiiea  and  dupiuiili'nciea,  and  nothiuK  was  said  about  territorial  jiiriBdicliDn. 

Now,  this  was  accejited  bj  the  Goveniiueut  of  tbe  United  Statea.  Why  it  was  »c- 
eeptad  is  no  matter  Ibr  iuqiiiry  by  this  ConiuiisBiou.  The  nords  used  by  tbe  inati- 
nakiDK  power  contiol  the  decisions  to  be  rendered  by  ibis  Cuinmission. 

On  ihe  other  hand,  nhen  the  question  of  limiting  the  responsibility  of  Ihe  Unllcd 
States  came  up,  nnuther  expreaaion  was  substituted  therefor,  to  nit,  the  vnd* 
"within  tbe  trnitorial  Jarisdiction  of  the  United  8tiates,"  meaning  that  whenever  t 
claim  had  arisen  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  State*  it  sbosM  be 
eompetent  for  tbe  Couimission  to  be  oritaniEed  thereafter  to  examine  that  claim  tad 
to  pass  upon  it. 

I  will  illustrate  this  again  by  the  words  "  thecivil  distnrbance  kn«WDasthe 'in- 
aorraotion  of  the  Oommnue.' " 

Nobody  hsB  evtr  doubted  that  Paris  was  always  under  the  Jarisdiction  of  Fraocr, 
althounh  it  was  not  always  nnder  French  control.  Daring  the  occnpation  of  Pari* 
by  the  Commune,  the  exercise  of  the  aovereigu  power  of  France  had  been  intcr- 
mpted ;  nevertbelees  it  wsa  admitted  in  the  convention  that  clainu  might  sriss  in 
Paris,  for  it  was  part  of  the  territory  of  France.  Now,  by  way  of  reoiprocity,  Ibr 
words  "  territorial  jnrisdiotion  "  were  intended  to  mean  iJie  same  thing,  except  thit 
they  were  more  extended. 

Thequesllonof  actual  exercise  of  Jorisdiotion  ioalde  tbe  limits  of  the  UniledSlaM 
baa  never  been  contemplated  by  the  f^-amers  of  this  coDventioD,  and  I  say  that  tbe 
text  as  drawn  ahowB  this  condoaively. 

Bnteven  ware  the  United  States  entitled  here  to  tbe  benefit  of  donfat,  ttaeoODatnic- 
tion  of  this  article  should  be  taken  fh>m  tbe  Frenoh  test,  where  the  Fnocb  word 
"terriloire"  ia  constantly  used. 

Now,  as  to  thequestlouof  actual  Dcoopation  in  the  South  and  to  that  of  aotnal  Juris- 
diction. 

Let  me  merely  remark  that  the  word  juriadiction,  as  it  la  need  by  my  firiend  Oot- 
emor  Bontwelt,  ia  taken  from  the  langnase  of  ooiistitational  law,  not  from  that  of 
international  law,  and  I  venture  to  say  when  it  is  used  by  constitutional  law  wrilen 
or  by  authorities  onconstitntionalqaestions,  it  has  au entirely  different  meaniogfmm 
the  words  "territorial  Jurisdiction,"  of  such  frequent  use  in  international  law. 

Ajid  right  here  I  think  I  can  point  out  to  the  counsel  for  the  United  State*  tbe 
cause  of  what  I  will  take  the  liberty- to  call  his  mistake;  be  is  misled  by  the  coostils- 
tlonal  meaning  of  the  word  "Jiirisdictioa"  and  be  overlooks  ita  meaning  sofsr  Mia- 
tematiuual  law  is  concerned. 

My  friend  says  that  there  was  no  exercise  of  Jurisdiction  in  theSonth.  Exerciieof 
what  jurisdiction  T    Of  course  that  of  the  constitutional  Oovemmeot. 

Snch  is  the  meaning  of  "Jurisdiction  "  as  used  by  the  expounders  of  constitotioul 
doctrines. 

And  in  support  of  this,  I  wit)  quote  an  authority  which 'my  friend  on  the  other  side 
will  not  deny.  It  Is  taken  from  a  speech  entitled  "The  Eignts  of  the  Rebel  Stales-" 
It  was  delivered  in  Congress  by  Governor  Boutwell  himself. 

"  Nor  do  I  admit  that  the  people  in  the  rebellious  States  are  aliens.  Tbey  ore  wrt 
of  any  other  country,  they  are  not  of  any  other  legal  jurisdiction,  but  they  are  wilbin 
the  Inrisdiclion  of  ibe  Union.  Three  years  sgo,  as  alt  admit,  tbry  were  a  portioD  of 
the  Union,  and,  although  Ihey  have  been  carrying  on  a  war,  that  war  bas  net  tbss 
far  been  successful;  their  independence  has  not  been  acknowledged  by  na,  nor  hss 
it  been  recogniied  by  any  other  nation.  They,  therefore,  are  not  aliena.  They  at*. 
to  be  sure,  public  enemies,  but  tbry  are  not  alien  enemies." 

And  further  on— 

"What  then  remains  t  Uui^uestionably  it  remains  true  that  tbeGovernmentoflbp 
United  Stati-s  bas  legal  Jiiritdiclion  over  this  tenitory  and  over  the  people  who  oc- 
onpy  it"  (Speeches  relating  to  the  Scbellion,  by  George  S.  Uontwell,  pp.  312, 313. ' 
Mr.  HouTWEi.L. 

Mr.  De  Chambrux.  I  am  sorry  that  ho  itiBtiuguiijbed  a  lawyer  aa  my  friend  on  lb* 
oilier  side  should  have  so  given  awAy  his  case.  It  istbeulwotuleright  of  sovrrvipiiy 
that  you  claim  in  thia  B|ieecb.  Yon  never  spoke  of  legal  Jurisdiction  as  you  lis>'' 
done  in  the  argument  which  1  am  answering.  When  ou  the  floor  of  Congrcu  ."'<> 
never  admitted  for  one  moment  (I  know  yonr  record  quite  well,  and  it  is  a  good  oni'' 
that  tbe  seceded  Statee  were  out  of  the  Union,  and  coaaequently  outaide  the  trrri- 
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torul  JuriBdictJon  of  the  United  States.  Accordio);  to  your  oitq  views  it  remftined 
nnimpaind. 

Tbe  Govemmeiit  of  the  United  St&tes  never  failed  to  assert  tli^ir  legal  jurisdiotioii 
over  the  whole  extent  of  their  territorial  jiirisdict  ion  ;  thns,  the  Coogresfi  of  the  United 
Slalni  legislated  for  the  South.  It  imposed  taxes  oo  the  South,  and  it  passed  an  act 
dlrecliog  that  the  interest  of  back  taxes  should  he  added  to  the  nnpai<1  prinoipal. 
This  GoTeminent  has  justly  nsserted  and  niaiutaiiied  its  Jiirittdictioii,  and  siuce  it« 
roannel  admits  that  the  legal  Jorisdiction  lias  ni'ver  ccudtd,  a  /orliori  the  territorial 
jnrisdiclion  has  never  been  affected.  In  regard  to  this  latter,  notliing  short  of  tbe 
mnguittoD  of  the  independence  of  the  rebellious  Stjites,  boih  b;  this  Oovemtnent  and 
hf  foreign  nations,  could  take  away  one  inch  of  the  territory  of  the  Uoited  Stat«a. 

Mf  friend  on  the  other  aide  stated  that  in  the  Srst  part  of  Article  I,  of  the  conveti- 
tiou  of  Jannary  15,  lteO,the  ■- lusnirection  of  the  Commune"  was  spoken  of.  Did  he 
mean  that  an  act  of  the  "insurTection  of  the  Commune"  must  b«  compensated  foi  by 
the  Government  of  Pranpe  t  That  would  be  a  strange  iDisconstmclion  of  this  provis- 
ion inserted  in  this  article.  It  means  that  during  the  existence  of  the  Coiumnne 
claims  mixht  have  arisen  against  the  Oovemroent  of  France,  but  it  doM  not  mean 
that  the  acts  of  the  insurgent  organization  come  nltbin  tbe  jurisdiction  of  this  Com- 
DisBion  and  that  awards  can  be  made  here  on  accoant  of  damages  by  that  so-called 
Government. 

And  now.  in  conclusion,  I  enhmit — 

I.  That  the  worda  "Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States"  are  broader  than  tbe  vord 
"territory." 

8.  That  the  convention  exolades  tbe  damages  committed  by  rebel  aniborltiea,  Uot 
it  admits  alt  claims  for  Injoiies  to  persong  and  property  nhen  said  acts  have  been 
commttted  h^  civil  or  military  authorities  of  the  United  StatvsL 

3.  The  claimant  must  not  have  given  aid  or  comfort  to  the  enemies  of  tbe  United 
SIMo. 

i.  Mo  losses  for  slaves  were  to  be  entertained  Imfore  this  Commission.  In  exchange 
for  these  limitations  others  were  inserted  in  regard  to  claims  against  France ;  no 
need  to  stalo  them  again.     I  trust  that  I  have  said  enongh  on  this  point. 

Now.  let  me  add  one  more  remark.  In  the  course  of  the  srgnment  in  the  com  of  P. 
S.  Wiltz,  administrator,  I  remarked  that  technicalities  kill  law.  To-day  this  Kmork 
vonld  be  equally  true.  Is  it  meant  to  construe  the  treaty  so  as  to  exclude  tfae  greater 
m^inritj  of  tbe  claims  T    If  so,  I  say  again  that  tecbni  call  ties  kill  the  law. 

When  speaking  of  the  qnestion  of  tue  rights  cf  the  administrators,  I  said  that  if 
the  views  of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  were  to  prevail  the  high  contracting 
parties  wonid  be  led  to  review  the  action  of  the  Commission.  To-d»j  I  again  warn 
tbe  counsel  for  the  United  States.  If  bie  ideas  were  adapted,  if  his  principles  about 
<rbat  he  tt-nna  territorial  jurisdiction  were  to  be  sanctioned  by  the  Commission,  It 
would  be  Incumbent  atone  on  tbe  high  contracting  parties  to  consider  Jointly  the 


Wabhixbton,  Hard  S3,  1883. 
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ASKa  VidAL  and  two   OTHEH8,  CUIMANTfl,  ) 

v.  VNOB.34,38,39. 

The  Umted  Statm.  ) 


Joseph  C hours au    , 
The  L'stted  Statbs.  ' 


r  COtJNeEL  FOR  THE  PRENCH 


llr.  Pbksidbnt  and  Gentlemen  of  the  CoMHtsaiON : 

1  believe  that  the  order  just  rendered  by  the  Commission,  in  vfaioh  it  is  held  that 
uof^eaeral  and  abstrai-t  discussion  will  be  allowed,  does  not  aOect tbe  motion  which  I 
have  prepared,  since  the  motion  refers  to  certain  initividnal  cnses,  and  In  made  in  the 
tlHims  of  Anna  Vidal  p.  The  United  States,  No.  24 ;  Pierre  PetreqnIn  p.  The  United 
Sluiea.  No.  3H,  and  Baptiste  Langa  r.  The  United  States,  No.  39;  thprofore  I  will 
proeeed  to  read  it — 

"The  couneel  of  the  French  Republic  niovps  this  honorable  Conimisaion  to  adopt 
thr following  onler: 

"  Whereas  tbe  counsel  of  the  United  States  bae  snbmitted  to  this  honorable  Com- 


oogic 
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miulon,  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  *  oertkin  ooDatmotioD  of  the  wordi  'tMTl- 
tot7 '  aud  '  territorial  JuriBdiction,'  ured  in  Article  I  of  the  convention  of  Jannuy 
16,  IH^O,  between  France  aud  the  United  Bt«(e>; 

"Aud  wl  ■  .  .     ..     ^        .    ^       . 

■troclion  a __ _ . , 

IS,  IStW,  and  on  the  fCTounds  that  it  lioiita  the  Jariediction  Rrauted  to  this  Cenimia- 
sioD  ;  aud  also  on  the  filHber  gtoiiud  that  the  word  '  teiriloria]  Jariediction  of  tbt 
Uuited  Stutes'  are  coiiHtnied  as  conBictiug  with  the  word  '  tumutire'  Died  iu  th* 
Freuch  text  nf  the  convention  ; 

"  II  IB  ordered,  that  the  wboln  question  than  raised  by  the  ooonsel  for  the  United 
Btatea  be  refenwl  to  the  high  contraotiii^  parties  for  tbe  determination  of  the  iaraM 
tbuH  preneuted:  and  that  iintii  tbelr  decisIoD  haa  l>eeii  received  by  t  hi  a  Com  miwion, 
no  caHc  in  which  tbe  constructina  of  the  words  tbaa  need  in  tbe  tteatf  is  necesurj 
to  ita  determination  aball  be  considerecl  und  ailjuilicated  bv  this  CommiaaioD. 
"CHABLE8  ADOLPHE  dk  CHAUBECN, 

'■('sunael/or  the  Fremek  BmMie. 
••A.  POBTEB  MOUSE,  JMittant  CoaaMl. 

"WaSHiNQTON,  ifanA  'iA,  1882." 

Tbia  motion  ia  made  in  three  of  tbe  oaaea,  to  which  the  argnmunton  behalf  of  the 
Uoittid  Statra  was  partlj'  meant  to  appiy.  It  is  troo  that  Governor  Boutwell's  vrga- 
ment,  bh  it  hliows  upon  ita  face,  was  intended  to  lay  down  certain  Keneral  propel 
tiODS,  iuteudeil  to  rule  out  eventually  many  cases  pending  before  this  CummitfioD, 
bnt  It  Trferrud  apecitlcally  to  Clalma  Mo.  -ii,  3ri,  %l,  and  100  agaiust  the  United  Slatte, 
known  BH  the  "Kardeii  CHsea." 

The  argument  was  divided  into  two  parta,  the  former  relating  to  the  principle  of 
liability  reHulting  fixini  acts  of  pillage,  aud  tbe  latter  relatinn,  so  far  as  it  applied  to 
caeee  at  bar,  to  the  question  of  territorial  Jurisdiction. 

Ur.  BOUTWELL.  It'  you  will  allow  me,  I  will  Bboir  what  I  had  in  mind.  The  qow- 
tion  of  pillagu  woB  ruined,  of  cnurse,  nud  it  waa  a  caae  nf  pillage  acoordiug  to  obi 
theory  wirbiu  the  recogniied  tiTrltona!  Jurisdiction  of  tbe  Uuitrd  Statea;  tint  now, 
in  order  toahow  what  the  terrilurlal  jariaiiiolion  of  tlie  United  Slatea  waa  I  was  aim 
under  the  necraaiiy  of  showiug  what  h  waa  not,  aud  therefore  my  argumrnt  of  ti- 
clusiui  waa  Jnat  as  pi^rtliieut  as  my  argument  of  iDoluston;  and  under  th«  uinlh 
hvv\  1  pToctH'drd  to  fay  down  argunieiila  beaiing  upon  Iboao  casea  which  <rete  with- 
in tbe  tari-itorial  juriHiliutiou  of  ibe  United  Statva,  and  tbe  cases  wei«  admitted  I* 
be  caxea  of  takinu  nithio  the  tenitoiial  Jnriadictiou  of  the  United  States.  I  did 
the  bant  I  could,  n'lth  more  ingenuity  I  might  have  done  better,  hut  under  the  t\r- 
onmatuuciB  I  uunld  not  show  what  waa  the  territorial  Juriadiction  of  tbe  Uoitcd 
States,  updu  our  theory,  without  showing  what  was  not. 

1  BtCeiupIed  to  apply  the  doctrines  which  are  contained  in  my  ninth  heading,  which 
I  enuaitler  as  applleuble  to  taking  within  the  territorial  Jurisdiction  of  tbe  Uniud 
Stales,  nnd  therefure  the  part  of  my  argument  wbluh  was  not  Bbsolntely  neceaaaij, 
was  tbe  Unit  heading  in  regard  to  pnipvrty  taken  necessary  to  the  enemy  in  time  of 
war.     That  does  not  liear  iiiucb  on  tbuse  casea  or  any  cases. 

The  argunieut  ujion  territutial  JiirUdictiuti  was  entirely  within  the  m 


of  debate  upon  the  three  caaea  bot'iire  yuu.  If  I  waa  to  state  the  llabilttr  of  theOor- 
erniiieut  of  ilie  Unitrd  8tutea  fur  takiug  properly  within  the  territorial  Jurisdiction 
of  the  United  Staten,  I  was  alan  under  tlie  neceesity,  logically,  to  slate  the  theory  of 


the  conusel  of  tbe  Unitml  (4tatca  in  regard  to  other  territory  which  we  claimed  wsi 
not  within  thejurisdiotion  of  tbe  Uuited  States. 

Ur.  de  CHaMHKU.v.  lu  other  nords.  you  consider  that  tbe  part  of  your  argammt 
relatinK  to  territorial  Jurisdiction  sppllea  to  the  "garden  oaaea." 

Mr  BuuTWELL.  I  do ;  there  is  no  doubt  of  it ;  tiotb  the  exclusion  and  the  indatioD. 

Mr.  de  Chahbrun.  Siuca  that  part  of  tho  ar^uDient  uf  the  coansel  for  tbe  United 
Btatea  applies  to  the  "garden  caHcn,"  my  motiou  will  alao  apply  to  them,  and  it 
entirety  free  fVom  the  objrctiou  of  being  uf  a  ^nrral  character. 

At  the  same  time,  in  order  to  bring  Ibe  whole  subject  before  this  Coinmiaaion,  I 
have  prepared  this  second  motion,  of  the  presentation  of  whiob  I  have  not  yet  givsa 


"JobbphChourkau    ) 

"e.  [■No43. 

"The  Unitkd  States.  ) 

"And  now  oomca  the  eoDBsel  for  the  French  Bepublic,  who  mo*ea  this  honorabls 
CominiHion  t<i  recoualder  Ita  decision  in  the  above  entitled  eaae  lor  ths  foUowiof 
teasoiiB,  that  ia  to  say: 

"That  tbe  ground  on  which  U  was  tendered  is  that  the  Commlailoa  wm  'nolpia- 
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rand  to  hold  that  kt  the  time  of  thn  bnniiDg  of  the  cotton  the  place  was  wlthiD  the 
ttrntorikl  JarisdictioD  of  ttie  llnit-d  Sttttes,'  and  tbnt  the  qaestlou  thns  raised  reata 
OB  the  coDBtraotiOD  of  part  of  Article  1  of  the  oonveatioii. 

"2.  That  the  words  'territorial Jurisdiction  of  ihe  United  titates,'  ar«  coDSlraed  in 
•Dchaway  BB  tooouflict  with  the  meaniDgof  the  word  '  terriloire'  used  In  the  Fteoch 
taitortbHCOQveDtion. 

"3.  That  DO  ^eciwOQ  can  be  rendereil  in  this  Individnal  case  until  the  high  cou- 
tnctiogpartiea  sliall  have  determineil  the  rneauiiiK  of  the  nurde  '  territorial  jiirlsdlo- 
'     '  and  Merritoiie,'  as  (ued  in  Ibe  Englisb  and  FrenRh  text  of  the  convention  of 

"CHARLES  ADOLPHE  uk  CIIAMBHUN." 


Juaarjr  15,  1880. 


'  IilpDoipropow  toapeak  on  theee  motions.  I  will  confine  myself  to  the  reading  of 
lh«  fulloniDg  statement : 

"The  undersized,  counsel  for  the  French  Republic,  respectfhil}-  Biibmits  to  thlahon- 
onble  CoinmisBinD  (he  fullowing  points  in  sapport  of  his  niotii>n  : 

"1.  The  decision  rendered  in  tbe  case  of  Jusepb  Chotirrao,  No.  4!),  tends  toestablfsh 
■  certain  inrinprndence  in  recard  to  the  meaning  of  the  words  '  t^-rritorlal  Jurisdiction 
ofthe  United  States,' as  nsed  in  Article  I'of  the  treaty,  which  conflicts  with  the  sense  in 
vhich  said  words  are  nsed  inpiihlioiaw. 

"St.  It  also  conflicts  with  the  French  text  of  the  convention  of  Janaory  15, 18dO, 
vbicbcontains  the  words '  territoire  lies  Etats  Unis.' 

"3.  The  argnments  of  tbe  ronnscl  for  tbe  United  States  In  the  caeesof  Anna  Vidul  e. 
The  United  States,  No.  -it,  of  Pierre  Petrequin  r.  The  United  SUtes,  No.  38,  and  of  Bap- 
liate  Lsnxa  v.  The  United  States,  No.  39,  are  founded  in  part  on  the  above  (inoted  decls- 
ioo  and  they  contain  general  propositions  which  are  intended  to  be  drawn  by  way  of 
dedavtion  from  the  said  decision,  to  wit,  thattheCiovernuient  of  the  United  States  is 
not  liable  for  a  loas  of  property,  if  the  property  at  the  time  tbe  toss  occurred  was  not 
within  tbe  territorial  Jaiisdiution  of  the  United  States. 

"4.  That  If  this  decision  shall  prevait.theclaimswhlch  it  wasintendedby  thehigh 

— ' — *' " — ' — '-■ '--  -■- —  —'  -'  -' — ngh  the  instrnmentality  of  this  Commia- 

^ority  of  said  claims  would  be  thrown 

.. , jlt  of  the  adoDi 

eoDOscI  of  the  United  States  w 

parties  MS  laid  down  In  theconventionof  Jannary  15,  IS80. 

"I>.  That  this  honorable  Commission  has  allowed  the  connsel/orthe  United  States 
to  tnbmlt  his  views  as  far  osapplicable  to  certain  casesnow  submitlrd  tothlsCotn- 
Tointon. 

"7.  That  arguments  have  been  also  submitted  by  connsel  for  tbe  (Vench  Repnblic 

"For  these  several  reasons,  ami  also  for  additional  reasons  to  be- stated  hereafter, 
if  rcqalred,  the  undersigned  most  respectfully  requests  tbls  honorable  Commission  to 
grant  his  motion. 

"CHARLES  ADOLPHE  de  CHAMBRUN. 

"Conntel  for  thtVreiuA  Agmfelic." 

Here  I  rest. 

Mr.  Boatwell  delivered  an  argaiuent. 

Ur.  de  Chamsrdn.  I  will  only  say  a  very  feW'  words  in  answer  to  what  has  been 
rtatodby  the  cottasel  oti  the  other  side,  for  tbe  rraaon  that  the  point  at  issue  hail  not 
been  even  toticbed  npoQ.  Tbe  only  question  pending  is  this;  In  the  Englisb  text  the 
words  "  territorial  Jurisdiction  of  tbe  United  States"  are  found,  and  in  the  French 
text  the  word  "  territoire"  Is  used.  On  the  oonstruDtinn  of  tbe  words  "territorial 
JarimllotivD  of  the  Unitail  Statca"  the  coiiiiscl  for  the  United  States  has  bnilt  one  of 
nU  many  aystanis  of  dufeoso.  The  Fate  of  about  Hve-dMVoijths.  of  tbe  whole  niimber 
of  caws  to  come  I'efore  tbis  Com'aisHinu  Hcemt  »t  present  to  depend  upon  it.  At  the 
last  meetiQjj  the  Commission  for  tbe  Unit.'d  Statt-s  argued  that  the  wonls  "  territo- 
rial jnrimliolioa"  are  meant  to  cover  niortly  the  territory  actually  poasessKd  anil  held 
by  tbe  United  Slates  at  the  lime  the  damage  occurred,  and  to-day  he  argues  that  the 
word  '' tnrritoire"  has  the  came  meaning. 

Now,  ]  say  to  tho  connnel  of  the  United  States  thnt  if  he  declares  positively  that 
(li«  words  "territorial  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States"  mean  the  same  thing  as 
" terrifciire,"  let  hin  withdraw  his  general  propoeilionR,  also  bis  argument,  and  we 
will  withdraw  onr  motions.     But  I  bear  that  my  friend  declines  to  du  it. 

Bines  be  has  decided  to  persist  in  his  foinier  viuws,  I  will  state  again  the  general 

K>[)osition  which  I  snbmltted  at  one  of  the  last  sesnions  of  ibis  Conmiission,  to  wit: 
ttihe  words  "  terrii«rial  Juriadiclion  "  have  a  broad  tr  sense  than  tbe  word  "  terri- 
tory."   Let  me  illnstrate  thin  When  we   speak  of  French  Jusisillotion  in  Chinese 
waters,  of  course  we  do  not  mean  that  thene  words  eit»ud  to  the  terrihiry  of  China; 
"espplj  It  only  to  a  kind  of  ten'itorial  Jnrisdiction  over  eonie  parts  of  China. 
Who  will  contend  that  the  word"' tomtoire"  applies  f    IsCbinaa  part  of  the  '.'^?[,. 
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riti>i7"of  the  [JDit«d  Sbttoal  Wbile  in  Mmere«peetaMmep«rta  of  that  toRitrnj  bj 
vjrtiM  of  treatj  stipuUtioiu  ar«  aoder  the  "  territorial  Joriadiction  "  of  the  UatlM 
States,  tbeexset  menniug  of  the  norda  "territorial  lurisdi(itioii''»nd  '' territar;''it 
so  plain  tbatlcaii  bnrdl;  conceive  botr  thts  qiiestiou  of  coEHlmctiun  hae  beennUiedb]' 

I  confeeit  nlHo  that  I  cannot  poBsibly  conceive  how  the  Cunnnistiion  baa  been  l«d  to 
conalTue  the  coDvention  of  Jannarj  IS,  lUSO,  aa  it<  did  in  the  caae  of  Joaepb  Chounan 
c.  The  United  SUtea. 

Where  ittjitry  ix  done  to  the  peraon  or  property  of  a  citizen  of  France  by  the  civil 
or  military  anthotities  of  the  United  States,  this  Cnmmiseiou,  afiar  ascertaiaiDg 
whether  aatiefactorj  evidence  haa  been  furniehed  on  behalf  of  claimant,  is  tranod  M 
make  an  award.  The  fact  that  the  injnry  waa  committed  by  on  officer  or  agent  of  tbe 
United  States  coiitrohi  and  determinea  the  liability. 

But  since  the  Ciimmleaion  has  departed  from  the  simple  rule  of  constrnction/aoit 
in  the  face  of  texts  which  appear  to  be  so  easy  to  reconcile  leaus  to  views  which  would 
defeat  the  parposee  of  the  high  con  true  tint;  parties,  and  iu  fact  exclude  the  very  claiini 
which  the  two  Governments  wished  to  adjust  by  way  of  a  friendly  atbitratioh,  il  be- 
«omiiB  nf  cessary  to  refer  to  the  two  Government  a  the  qaestionso  unfortunately  raised. 

Indeed,  if  we  are  forced  to  choose  between  op  int«rpretation  that  would  auDaat  in 
fact  to  a  denial  of  Justice  and  a  reference  of  the  matter — io  other  words,  if  wearaconl- 

r4lU■ll  to  select  betneea  two  evils — let  us  act  as  prndent  men  and  select  the  leMrt. 
clonet  claim  that  mj-  motioa  oOers  to  tbis  Commission  a  satisfactory  adj  u<il  ment  of 
the  difficulty;  1  do  claim  that  it  is  the  only  possible  method  to  prevent  a  drniti 
of  jnstice.  It  seems,  however,  the  only  measure  at  command  to  extricate  the  Com- 
miselon  from  the  existing  embarrassment  into  which  the  submission  and  eatertain- 
nient  of  the  nropositioua  insisted  upon  by  counsel  for  the  United  States  haa  involved 
tbe  Commission. 


Aod  DOW  I  come  to  sugKCst  bow,  in  my  ^ndifment,  this  reference  can  be  made: 
After  this  Commissiou  uad  organized,  it  gave  notice  of  the  &ct  to  the  respective 
Governments  throngh  their  respective  agents.     This  precedent  was  established  sc- 


cording  to  the  views  of  the  two  Govemmeuts;  therefore  any  decisions  of  a  hbe  char- 
acter roDiiered  by  this  Commission  should  lie  communicated  U>  the  high  coutractiog 
parties  through  the  same  channel. 

Such  is  the  plan  which  I  respectfully  sab  nit  to  the  honorable  commlaaioneis. 

Once  more,  this  plau  in  my  Judgment  is  very  unaatisf^tory,  bnt  since  my  friend  de- 
clines to  withdraw  from  his  position,  I  think  that  it  opens  the  only  way  to  preveut 
denial  of  JiiHtice. 

CHABLES  ADOLPHE  DE  CHAMBEUN. 

CouRirf /or  fate  Freneli  BtpnUte. 

Wabhinutok,  Marak  39,  18i)2. 


Mr.  AldU  to  Mr.  FrelinghugseH. 

Washington,  February  3, 1883. 

SlB:  Yesterday  the  commtssioiiers  of  the  Freitvh  and  Anierican 
Claims  Commisaiou  lield  a  meeting  aud  examioed  Die  whole  business 
before  the  Commission. 

We  are  unitnimoiiN  iu  the  opinion,  aud  the  couusel  concur, tliat  tbe 
term  of  the  Comniixeion  slionld  he  extended  to  the  Istday  uf  Marcb, 
A.  D.  1884. 

As  tbe  United  States  Senate  adjonrns  on  the  4th  of  March  and 
does  not  meet  again  till  December,  it  is  necessary  that  the  conreutioo 
for  extending  tbe  time  should  be  sent  to  the  Senate  as  soon  as  the  10th 
Febrnary  instant-,  otherwise  the  pressure  of  buHiness  at  the  close  of  the 
session  mfiy  prevent  the  convention's  being  considered  and  ratified, 

The  first  article  of  tlie  convention  whouUl  extend  tbe  term  for  eight 
months,  viz,  to  the  1st  day  of  March,  1384, 

The  second  article  shoald  provide  that  no  evidence  or  testimanyBhonld 
be  presented  to  or  received  by  the  Commission  after  July  1,  ISiJS.  TbiB 
is  important     If  no  evidence  ii  received  after  that  date,  then  tbe  whole 
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eigbt  Bioutbs  can  be  appropriated  to  printing  tlie  evidence,  to  makiDff 
aod  printing  the  brief^  and  to  the  inrestigatiou  of  the  evidence,  and 
the  decision  of  the  cases  by  the  conituiseionerB.  The  eight  mouths  will 
be  sufficient  to  disjioee  of  all  the  claims,  and  to  completely  fulfill  the 
objects  of  the  Commission. 

Of  the  745  claims  before  the  Goinniission,  203  have  been  disposed  of, 
leaving  B42  yet  to  be  di»i>ose(l  of.  Of  these  542  there  nre  94  which  may 
be  disposed  of  without  briefs  or  argument,  leaving  44H  to  be  decided 
opoD  bearings.  Evident-e  is  still  being  taken  by  the  clitimaDt-s  and  by 
both  Goverumeuts  unci  mast  continue  to  be  taken  tilt  Ajtril  next  and, 
io  some  cases,  probably  longer.  One  can  not  tell  how  much  longer. 
You  will  see  that  it  is  impossible  to  finish  the  work  by  the  1st  of  July, 
even  if  no  oral  arguments  are  bad ;  and  the  parties  have  the  right  by 
the  terms  of  the  original  convention,  to  be  lieanl  orally  in  every  case. 
There  may  be,  and  probably  will  be,  some  oral  arguments,  but  we  do 
uot  ex]^>ect  very  many.  An  extension  of  the  term  for  eight  months  is 
plainly  necessary.  If  there  should  be  no  estension.  probably  nearly 
300  cases  of  the  French  claimants  against  tbe  United  States  and  about 
one-half  of  the  American  claims  against  France  will  fail  for  want  of 
time. 

If  the  two  Governments  wonld  at  once  authorize  Mr.  Kouatan  and  Mr 
Frelinghnyseu,  as  their  respective  plenipotentiaries  to  make  a  conveo- 
tion  for  tbe  purposes  above  indicated,  tbe  President  would  be  able  to 
send  a  message  with  the  convention  to  the  Senate  iu  a  few  days,  and  so 
probably  secure  its  ratification. 
I  am,  &c., 

A.  O.  ALDia. 


Mr.  Aldis  to  Mr.  Frelinghu!/$en. 
FfiBNOH  AND  AheBICAN  ClAI3I8  COHHtSSlON, 

1518  H  Stebbt, 
Washington,  April  16, 1883. 
Sik;  At  the  request  of  my  colleagaes,  aud  in  accord  with  them,  I 
have  the  honor  to  transmit  to  yon  a  statement  of  the  commissioners  of 
tbe  French  and  American  Claims  Commission  as  to  the  charges  of  the 
French  counsel  in  regard  to  tbe  dispatch  of  the  business  of  the  Com- 
mission ;  to  which  1  respectfully  invite  your  consideration. 
1  inclose  also  the  statement  of  the  French  counsel. 
1  have,  &c., 

A.  O.  ALDI8. 


STATBilEST  OF  THE  COM  MISS  [OX EBS  OF  THE  FBENCH  ASU  AMERICAN 
CLAIMS  COMMISSION  AS  TO  THE  CHARGES  OF  THE  FRENCH  COUNSKt. 
IS  BEGABI)  TO  THE  DISPATCH  OF  THE  BUSINESS  OF  THE  COMMIS- 
SION. 

At  tbe  meeting  of  the  15th  of  March  the  president  of  tbe  ConiniiHSioD  made  the  fol- 
lowing Btrntement : 

"  Since  tfae22d  of  January  loitt  only  fonrteen  coses  hikve  been  mibniitted  to  tbe  Com- 
miMioD  for  ita  Judgment.  At  this  time  there  are  no  briafH  awHitiiiK  i>ur  cooaiderBtiou. 
Id  view  of  this  fact  my  colleague»,  as  well  aa  myself,  wiidi  to  urge  it  apon  conDael  to 
PMMnt  more  brieft,  Bad  that  aa  noon  as  possible ;  and  that  this  may  )i«  propeclj  «!• 
KWeed  the  aecretarlea  ate  leqaeated  tu  enter  this  statement  upon  tbe  reoora."  • 
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Under  this  pretense  the  French  oonriRel  And  Maiataiit  oouDsel  have  made  ui  attach 
npon  the  coudnct  of  the  CommisHion,  all«K<tiE  = 

I.  The  cuiiiiiiiKiiiiini'rB  by  deliijinK  the  dei;igioiia  to— 

(a)  The  Chonrreftn  ce«e,  "itu-calkd  Utritorial  jurisdiction;" 

(*j  The  lie  Lniireiil  nndBleze  Mottoii«c«,  aa  io  the  "  o^Dcmbipof  HlaveaqaMttaB"; 
(e)  The  Hvnri  Dnbon  ciu^,  "arrentaud  iitipriMiniiient  queatioD;" 
have  prevented  clalmtiiitHfroni  preparing  their  cases. 

II.  That  thu  com  mission  era  have  mnltiplied  onlen,  "  iucAnsiateiit  and  incoherent,* 
"  atlerly  iuipoB«ible  to  be  undemtood  or  carried  out,"  "  crpHtioK  coofiioion  tutd  em- 
bamuising  inHtead  of  focilitAtliiK  the  dispatch  of  kiiBines8,"aiid  "settiDg>«id«M>nie 
of  the  moat  vital  mlftg  of  the  Cotuniiasion."  They  Tttffr  to  the  ordera  of  Hay  6  and 
Novem  Iwr  20. 

III.  That  the  decisione  of  the  Cotnniissioo  are  inconsiateDt,  aod  to  illustrate  thia 
the;  cite  live  cases. 

This  paper  was  read  by  the  counsel  in  pnblic  meeting,  with  the  request  that  it  lie 
entered  on  the  reciirds,  and  this  to  the  «nrpristi  of  the  comuiiasioucrs,  and  before  its 
tone,  Inngnage,  and  substance  were  fully  appreciated.  We  iteclioHd  to  have  it  then 
entered  upon  the  records,  and  took  it  uniler  consideration. 

That  it  is  disrespectful  and  ati  unprovoked  attack  upon  the  general  conduct  of  tbi 
Commission  Is  obvious.  It  is  improper  and  diacourbous  both  in  the  manner  nf  its  in- 
tmduction  and  iit  it«  language  and  snlmtance.  In  any  ordinary  court  of  jnstioo  laoh 
■nlacondoct  of  counsel  would  be  promptly  punished.  We  may  exclude  it  from  oar 
ncords,  for  it  is  obvlona  that  our  procM  trrbal  ia  not.  to  be  the  receptacle  and  record  of 
•nch  accnaations.  But  it  haa  been  published  !□  French  and  English,  and  is  no  donbf 
intended  fur  the  earn  of  the  EVunch  minister  of  foreign  affairs  aud  the  American  Secre- 
tary of  State. 

International  commissions  must  rely  for  aecunty  for  orderly  and  reapeottol  pre- 
oeedings  before  them  upon  the  sense  of  professional  dnty  and  propriety,  and  upon 
(he  courtesy  of  counsel  appointed  bj  the  Governments.  If,  instead  of  theae,  discoor- 
teous  language  an<l  groundless  complaints  appear,  and  unfounded  cbaives,  defaming 
the  conduct,  the  orilers,  and  the  decisions  of  the  I  ommiMion.are  ma'^  in  a  public 
meeting,  and  sought  to  lie  put  npou  our  riKiords,  it  seems  to  be  the  duty  of  the  comniis- 
■lonen  to  report  surh  mitcunduct  of  counsel  to  the  Oiivernmont  that  appointed  th^m. 

We  regret  that  this  neceasity  has  arisen.  Our  dnty  to  preserve  good  orvler  and  re- 
apeclfnl  proceedinus  in  the  meetings  of  the  Comntiesion,  and  to  protect  our  conduct 
ttOBi  unjust  aapersiotis,  as  veil  as  our  respect  for  the  French  Republic  (thau  which  do 
natioa  is  more  observant  of  alt  the  nroprietiee  and  courtesies  in  the  conduct  of  pabli« 
tribunals),  whose  counsel  has  attacked  the  Commission,  make  this  duty  necesaair. 

If  we  take  no  notice  of  tliese  cliurges  the  authorities  of  France  niigbt  think  them 
tme,  and  that  therefore  we  do  nut  answer  them. 

One  member  of  this  Commission  Is  the  commissioner  on  behalf  of  the  French  Re- 
public. Shall  he  be  thus  assailed  by  the  counsel  of 'his  own  Qovernment  and  remain 
slIeDt,  and  thus  be  subject  to  the  impu,tatiou  that  these  accusations  are  tmet 

Por  this  occasion  and  nnder  these  circuuwtances  we  decide  to  notice  the  accusatioes 


of  the  French  counsel ;  and  as  this  statement  will  be  entered  npou  our  records,  and 
transmitted  to  the  Minister  of  Foreign  Ad'aira  of  France  and  to  the  Secntary  of  BttUe 
of  the  United  Slates,  we  allow  the  paper  of  the  French  counsel  to  go  with  it,  and  to 
be  eutered  npon  our  records. 
We  take  up  the^e  charges  in  the  or<1er  in  which  they  were  presented. 

I. 

THE  CASE  OF   CHOURRKAIT,    AS   TO   TERRITORIAL  JURISDICTION. 

This  COMC  was  aulimitteil  on  th?  SStb  of  Januarj',  18S2,  not  on  the  lOtb  of  Jauuarj. 
aa  incorrectly  staled  by  the  French  counsel. 

It  was  decided  on  February  'i8.  Just  one  month  after. 

The  United  Slates  couusel  contended  that  the  property  was  destroyed  oq  the  theatre 
of  war,  in  a  place  alternately  ovi-rrun  by  the  troops  of  hot  h  armies,  and  so  was  net 
in  the  territorial  Jurisdiclion  of  the  ynitcd  States.  The  claimant  cnnt«nrled  that  it 
was  within  Ihe  territorial  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  Slates,  Both  connael  in  their 
briefs  used  the  phrase  "territorial  jurisdiction,"  as  used  in  the  English  text  of  Ibe 
convention,  and  no  reference  to  the  French  text  and  no  intimation  of  any  differene* 
in  the  texts  were  made. 

The  majority  of  this  Commission  thought  the  act  was  not  committed  within  the 
territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  Slates.  »om  the  tifith  day  of  PeliniarT  to  the 
99tb  day  of  Uarch  nothing  more  was  done  with  the  case,  but  on  the  SSth  of  liarch 
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tlMeoBnael  for  France  moved  the  CommigaioD  to  reooiiBlder  its  deoisioo,  stating  that 
the  words  "  territoria)  JuriHdictiun"  were  dbciI  in  Lbe  Engliiih  text,  but  Ilmt  the  irord 
"lariUiire''  was  in  the  French  text;  that  aconflicthi(;coLiittrnctinn  wan  given  to  thraa 
dlfletenta  texta  of  the  treaty,  and  that  the  meouinK  of  the  tvro  Governments  in  naiofi 
tbete  different  words  in  the  two  texts  of  the  treaty  should  be  left  to  the  Oovcrnmcntft 
to  utile. 

U.  de  Geofroy,  the  Vreni'h  Commissinuer,  on  the  1st  ot  April,  expressed  his  oonvie- 
tiar  that  the  French  text  rendered  exactly  tlie  inlenlioii  i>f  the  two  OnvemmeDta, 
iDit  that  the  diflrieuce  won  caiieed  by  an  error  in  tranneribint;  the  English  'eit. 

Immediately,  on  the  Ist  nf  April,  the  CouiniisNian  referred  the  ijueslion  to  liie  tw« 
Oovemments  to  determine  what  They  nieaut  by  nsinK  IheHe  diSereut  words,  aoil  an- 
nonncedthut  the  ConiitiiBsion  wonld  not  decide  aiiy  ciuws  depending  on  the  qDcstion 
(ill  the  decision  of  the  GovernmentB  wok  received. 

Notwithatanding  this  announcement,  the  Krench  counsel,  on  tie  13th  of  April,  de- 
tliued  to  snkmit  any  business  whatever,  thonsh  not  affected  by  this  question,  stating 
that  clalmanta  repreaentinK  the  majority  of  claims  declined  to  proceed  with  the  Hiib- 
miasion  of  their  casra,  even  thon)[h  they  may  not  fall  within  the  xcope  of  the  so-railed 
limitation  of  the  oxpresaion  "  territoriot  Jurisdiction,"  and  moved  the  Comniiwioo  to 

sdjoum  to  the day  of  May  to  await  the  decision  of  the  two  Govern  me  uta.     So 

ODreaaonable  a  delay,  ho  wholly  nnjuslifiable,  oonld  not  betolemtod.  We  denied  tb» 
notion,  and  between  the  l^ith  of  April  and  13th  of  Hay  (when  the  declsiou  waa  re- 
Mlved)  held  seven  pnblio  meetings  and  transacted  a  Inr^e  amonnt  of  bnsinetM. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  Commission  was  prompt  in  deciding  tbe  case  in  the  flrat  in- 
•taace;  that  when  tbe  difference  in  the  two  trxte  of  tbe  treaty  aip|>eared  wh  imme- 
diately raferred  it  to  the  two  Qovemmeuta;  that  we  did  all  we  coDld  to  goon  with 
baaiiieM ;  and  that  the  French  connsel,  assuming  to  act  for  a  majority  of  claimantj^ 
did  his  best  to  delay  all  businssa and  prevent  aoy  from  being  done  for  a  whole  month. 

II. 

THK   UWN8I18BIP  QV   SLA  VIS   <)DR8TI0M. 

By  the  law  of  France  a  French  citizen  who  owns  slaves  au.v  where  forfeits  hisFrenob 
eilizenship.  But  to  this  general  law  there  are  some  exceptions.  If  the  owner  of 
■laves  bad  owned  Iheni  before  the  ^h  of  April,  I8*ii.  or  owned  them  by  sQccesaion, 
faheritance,  by  gifts  teetamenCary,  or  i«rer  riroa,  or  by  marriaKe  agreements,  snob 
•wuenhip  did  not  worka  forfeitnre  of  cittEensbip. 

As  tbis  law  created  a  penalty,  we  required  the  United  States  to  prove  strtctlj  that 
(he  claimant  did  not  come  within  the  exceptions;  and  in  this  way  a  few  cases  in 
laimed  a  loea  ('---'--     ■-'- 

^tuehowbnt 

sioeptions  and  lawfulli^. 

The  charge  which  the  French  connsel  make  is  that  owing  to  onr  delay  in  deciding 
the  question  prewnted  in  tbe  BUec  Mote  case  "from  the  14th  of  February,  lUifi,  to  tbe 
3d  of  Jannary,  1883,  a  majority  of  the  claimants  were  left  in  absolute  ignorance  and 
donbt  whether  the  CommiHnion  would  take  jurisdiction  of  their  coses.  Meanwhile 
tbe  connsel  of  the  French  Republic  was  urgiug  a  decislun." 

Let  DH  turn  to  the  record  to  show  that  this  statement  is  wholly  incorrect. 

Oa  February  Iff,  18H3,  tbe  connsel  for  the  United  States  demnrred  to  the  memorial 
in  the  esses  of  BIdze  Mote  and  de  Laureal,  on  the  ground  that  tbe  claimant  admitted 
that  be  "  was  a  slave  owner  before  and  during  the  late  war."  Bot  this  admission  of 
claimant  waa  not  in  the  memorial,  but  appeared  in  his  testimony.  It  is  needlesa  to 
•ay  that  a  demnrrer  can  only  apply  to  facta  stated  in  the  meuinrial  or  otherwise  aa- 
cerlaioed.  There  was  no  stipulation  of  oonnsel  Ibal  this  slaveholdlng  of  Bt^ze  Hot* 
HH.or  was  not,  nnlawfnl,  though  the  United  Stated  counsel  assumed  it  was  admitted 
to  tM  Dnlawful. 

In  sapport  of  his  demurrer,  the  United  States  connsel  filed  a  brief  on  February  1^ 
IStCi,  claiming  that  iheslaveholding  waa  unlawful ;  that  this  couUl  be  proved  by  any 
proper  parol  evidence ;  that  this  Coniniiafion  on  such  evidencu  could  find  I.be  fact, 
and  ibal  the  judgment  of  a  French  court  deulunne  tbe  forfeitnre  was  not  necessary. 
On  lbe  8th  ot  May  he  set  the  case  for  hearing  on  the  dfiiiurrer. 

The  French  counsel  did  not  Join  in  demurrer,  bnt  on  lbe  I'Jth  of  May  moved  "  tD 
•St  aside  the  demurrer  for  tbe  following  reasonsr  1.  That  the  demurrers  do  not  set 
forth  any  ground  of  defense,  'i.  That  Ibey  are  frivolous.  3.  That  they  are  speaking 
demnrrrrs.  A.  That  they  are  feigned  demnrrers.  5.  That  Ihey  are  pleas  to  the  Juris- 
dictiiin  nuder  the  form  of  demurrers." 

11  Is  needless  to  say  that  upon  such  a  motion — attempting  tn  turn  lbe  question  upon 
trifling  tech  ni  call  I  lea — tbe  main  question  oould  not  be  decide<l. 

Kalbing  could  have  been  devised  more  completely  to  obstrnat  tbe  deeiaion  of  tb* 
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mkin  qnestioDS  Aod  divert  the  discnMion  to  pelty  wud  IHtoIoub  toohnicslitlea  Uiu 
this  motion  of  the  aMJatant  Frenob  coiineel, 

Tbe  assiBtBiit  French  conoMl,  tbouKli  Don  userting  tbkt  "mranwbile"  (that  ii, 
from  February  14,  18%i,  to  Janaary  3,  liJ83),  be  "  was  nrgiiiK  a  decialoD,"  admitted  in 
coart  that  be  bad  never  given  any  attention  to  tbe  Bxamination  of  tbe  papen  in  lb* 
canesbeforetbeBthof  May— that  is,  bad  wholly  neglected  them  foreighly-throedavt- 
anil  Mr.  Bouttrell  aomplained  that  no  notice  was  taken  of  the  demorrer  or  brief  foi 
auveDtybve  days,  "conosel  having  neglected  to  observe  th«  rules  of  the  CommiMoo," 
and  that  (he  asaietaut  French  counsel  "had  no  right  to  be  heard  on  hia  inutiou." 

Upon  this  dispute  between  counsel,  they  agrei'd  to  postpone  the  diacuanioa. 

On  the  22d  of  Hay  the  mtsistiiut  Freucb  coiiusel  filed  another  statement  in  sDppon 
of  hia  motion  to  set  asiile  tbe  demurrer,  and  "  forinally  declined  to  enter  farther  iota 
the  argument  on  the  merits  of  the  grounds  of  the  demnrrer."  He  thus  iuaisted  opM 
diacuBsiug  his  motion  to  set  aside,  and  would  not  argue  tbe  main  qnestion.  Tb» 
United  Slates  counsel,  by  his  brief  of  May  SS,  ignored  the  motion  to  set  aside,  and 
argued  the  main  question.  Thus  both  insisted  on  different  quEStious;  and  as  tbe 
pleadings  stood  the  main  questiou,  as  to  the  effect  of  slavebolding  upon  French  citi- 
aenahip  and  what  proof  of  it  was  necessary,  could  not  be  reached  and  decided  at  alL 
As  the  uiaiu  question  could  not  be  decided,  we  iefl  the  case  to  await  a  faeariug  on  lb* 

Thus  the  matters  stood  tilt  October  19,  1B83.  Theu  tbe  French  counsel  filed  i 
"  declaration  "  in  support  of  tbe  motion  to  act  aside, 

The  United  States  counsel  liled  an  answer  on  November  30. 

On  the  tiiith  of  November,  18u3,  ihe  French  connset  filed  a  final  brief,  by  spedi^ 
oounael,  of  seventeen  pages,  in  which  the  nmiu  questions  were  very  abty  argoed.Mid 
the  cose  was  then  submitted  to  us. 

Were  wo  chargeable  with  delay  iu  deciding  the  question  when  It  waa  not  fioallj 
submitted  to  us  till  November  25,  I'^i,  and  could  not  till  theu  be  taken  fnr  invest!' 
ration  and  consultation,  and  when  the  whole  period  from  February  16  to  November 
X5  (nine  months  and  eleven  days)  was  waetsd  by  the  assistant  Frenob  counsel  in  is- 
in  to  tbe  cases,  or  in  frivolous  disputes  about  tecbui  call  lies  t 

„n  the  5Ch  of  December — ten  davs  after  the  Bt6ze  Mute  and  de  L.anreal  cases 

were  submitted — another  case,  that  of  Nouguis,  was  submitted  for  final  heariugon  its 
merits,  and  in  which  the  questions  as  to  the  forreiture  of  French  citizenship  byslaye. 
holdiug  against  Freucb  law,  and  whether  tbe  Judgment  uf  a  Frenob  court  is  tbe  only 
admlssiLile  proof,  were  fiirly  presented.  This  was  really  tbe  first  case  iu  which  tb«M 
qneations  had  properly  come  np. 

Tbe  Commission  decided  upon  the  3d  of  January  that  the  claim  ahoald  b«  allowed; 
that  the  only  proper  proof  of  forfeiture  of  citlzeuship  was  tbe  Judgment  of  a  KnDCb 
tribunal. 

And  thus,  iu  tens  than  6,  month  after  the  direct  question  was  properly  preaented  to 
OS,  it  waa  decided. 

The  record  proves  that  tbe  statement  that  nearly  a  year's  delay  was  caused  by  (lie 
neglect  of  the  Commission  to  decide  tbe  point  is  wholly  erroneoiui. 

III. 

t.  Claims  for  unlawful  arrest  and  imprisonment  vary  so  greatly  as  to  tbe  facta  upon 
which  compensation  is  demanded,  that  one  is  scarcely  ever  a  precedent  or  test  for 
another.     Probably  there  is  not  another  caae  pending  before  na  like  Dubos'. 

The  aols  for  which  the  parties  were  arrested,  the  authority  and  mode  of  arrest,  tbe 
mode  of  trial,  tbe  extent  of  imprisonment,  tbe  injuries  suffered,  and  tbe  claims  for 
damages  are  so  different  in  different  cases  that  the  preparation  of  each  case  miut 
bo  by  itself,  and  cannot  depend  on  another, 

3.  Tbe  caae  of  Dubos  waa  submitted  June  17,  1S82.  Two  briefs,  amounting  to 
twenty-five  pages  on  each  side,  were  presented,  and  on  the  17tb  of  June  oounsel  on 
both  sides  argued  the  case  orally  at  great  length.  The  Commission  a^jonmed  on  Jaua 
30  till  October. 

Tbe  record  shows  how  diligently  the  Commissioners  were  occupied  prior  to  tbe  ad- 
jonrntuent,  and  that  there  was  no  time  for  consultation  or  eianiiuation  of  that  case. 

On  October  31  all  tbe  Commissiouers  were  again  in  aesaion,  and  about  tbe  1st  of 
November  began  the  examination  of  this  caae. 

I ining  the  l>nhos  case,  the  questions  of  tbe  authority  of  General  Butler  Ir 


declare  niartial  law,  tbe  extent  and  exercise  of  his  powers  under  it,  its  application 
to  foreignera,  the  legal  limitations  ngion  its  arbitrary  exercise,  and  Ihe  measoreof 
damages  were  t«  be  considered.  These  were  new  and  very  luportaal  quMtitHit. 
They  were  strictly  qnostions  of  law,  and  slightly  affecting  uw  preparation  of  otbiT 
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eu«a.  Tbe  tinie  we  took  to  oiamine  thin  caw  was  uo  more  than  was  necwaarj, 
opeeUlly  aa  the  Commissi  oners  iHcagreed. 

3.  The  FkiioIi  ootmsel  eani|ilain  that  our  award  "  will  not  probably  oompenaata 
for  the  time,  tabor,  anil  ezpeuiw  incurred  in  (iroHocntiD);  the  ease."  Why  is  tbis  aug- 
|Mtion  made  f  Is  it  the  dnty  of  the  Freuolt  coiiiisel  tu  look  after  the  pecuniary  in- 
terctta  of  the  olaim  agenta,  aud  to  advise  the  Cnmraissinai^rH  that  iuateaa  of  deciding 
"  aecordinc  to  pablic  law,  equity,  and  Juatioe,"  they  uhnutd  bIv^pb  their  awarda  bo  aa 
to  RSCDre  the  claim  agenta  afraiiist  peciiniaty  lina  ( 

The  CommiKBioners  who  allowed  the  cluiia  caivfnlly  conatderrd  all  the  brieft,  argn- 
DKDtB,  and  prrcc^entB  preaeoted  by  the  Prenuh  cniiii(i''l,  and  made  aach  an  award  aa 
Ihs;  thonglit  right,  and  thpy  declin<-d  to  review  it  on  thin  complaint. 

IV. 

Th«  19th  rule  of  tbi*  Comioiiwlon,  ax  originnlly  adopted,  providoil  :  ''  When  the 
liins  has  eipir<-d  fur  taking  pronfo.  or  Ihe  case  has  beun  ctoaeU  on  hath  sides,  the 
pnott  will  be  printed.  The  ar^nmHUt  for  the  nlainiant  shnll  lie  filed  witliiu  15  daya 
•rt«r  the  papen  sliall  have  lH>eii  iirinred ;  the  nrgniiiput  fur  tli»  defrndiiut  t^  days 
thereafter ;  the  reply  thereto  id  10  davs,  and  tlic  cusa  shall  stand  fur  henrin;;  10  daya 
tbereaftfr." 

Tbanile  contemplated  that  all  the  evidence  on  battl  sidps  might  be  taken  bnfora 
the  time  fur  taking  proofn  had  expired  ;  and  <u  such  cni4e  the  printinKof  the  evidenoa 
and  the  making  of  the  briefs  ahonld  proceed  ut  once.  Bin  in  all  cases  when  the  lime 
for  taking  evidence  expired,  then  the  printing  of  the  evidence  and  the  making  of 
bri«fa  should  immedlatrly  follow  as  by  tlic  rule. 

Ofconrsr,  no  briefs  could  be  expected  till  the  taking  of  evidence  on  both  sides  waa 
closed,  or  till  Ihe  time  therefor  had  expired. 

Under  this  rule  wh  acted  till  November  3(1,  lUSa,  nearly  two  years. 

Aa  the  special  counsel  fur  claimauta  cannot  appear  beibre  us  or  present  their  briefa, 
but  are  required,  aa  in  all  Internntionat  commisaions,  tu  present  their  briefii  to  the 
coDQielof  the  Government  of  which  they  are  citizena,  who,  if  he  approves  tbeiii,  pre- 
srata  them  to  ue ;  and  as  tbe  counsel  for  France  mnel  present  the  brtefb,  it  was  hia 
duty  nnderthe  rules  to  oiinsnlt  with  the  private  counsel  to  select  the  oaaea  olneed  on 
bot^  sidea,  and  in  tbe  first  instance  and  within  the  15  days  to  preaont  the  briefs  of 
claimant*.  As  the  private  eonnarl  are  numerous,  the  claims  being  scattered  among  a 
grrat  n'any  lawyers,  tbe  French  oonnael  have  many  to  help  in  making  these  briefa, 
and  there  la  no  reaaon  or  exonae  for  not  presenting  the  briefs  In  all  caaee  within  the 
IS  days. 

Tbe  United  States  connsel  can  'do  nothing  until  tbe  claimants'  opening  briefs  at* 
tiled ;  then  he  moat  reply  in  15  days. 

THBrRKQUENTErFORTS  or  TKB   CON1II8SIOMRIIS   TO    SFEKD    TIIX    tlBSPATCII  OF  BVat- 

1.  To  ascertain  the  condition  of  tli"  di>ckot  we  ordered  a  call  of  it  ou  tbe  Istday  of 
February,  IStti,  and  required  counsel  tu  state  the  condition  of  the  pending  cuseR,  and 
how  tar  they  are  prepared  and  reiidy  for  sutimisslnn,  and  bawninch  furthur  time  will 
be  required  to  take  the  CestimuD;  in  earli  cane  and  to  close  the  cnscsaud  snliuiit  them. 

Tbe  call  of  the  docket  was  completed  on  February  6.  Wo  hoped  this  would  have 
the  effect  of  speeding  claimnnts  in  presenting  briefs  and  in  the  taking  of  tbuir  evj- 

Froni  the  tabular  irtfitement  then  made  it  appeared  that  40  rases  were  practically 
closed  on  both  sides.  Th«  French  oonusel  moved  on  February  10  that  Ehoy  be  sub- 
mitted within  40  days,  hut  as  that  was  precisely  what  Rule  lU  requii-ed,  anch  special 
order  waa  needlens,  und  tbe  cnses  were  tttt  lostand  upon  the  general  rule. 

Hii  duty  under  Rule  19  was  to  preseut  bis  briefs  in  these  forty  caw^s  witbiu  Bfte«D 
days.  It  would  then  l>e  tbe  duty  of  the  United  Stateit  counsel  to  lile  his  liri>-f  within 
Gneen  days,  and  the  closing  brief  of  claim uot  should  tJien  be  filed  in  ten  da.va. 

Between  tbe  9th  ol  February  and  the  31M  of  March,  1HS2,  ton  oasea  ouly  were  sub- 
mitted. Between  the  23d  of  March  and  llie  iiTth  of  April,  more  than  a  ninnth,  not  ■ 
single  caae  waa  submitted,  altfaoneb  the  reinaintni;  thirty  cnaes  ongbt  to  buvo  been 
submitted  by  the  29d  of  March.  Ir.  appears  from  the  register  that  in  twenty  of  these 
thirty  caaea  do  opening  briefs  had  been  tile<l  l>v  tbe  French  counsel  up  Ui  the  0th  of 
Hay  1SH3,  although  they  ought  to  have  been  filed  by  the  i!li>t  of  Manh.  Ji>  this  state 
of  things  we  felt  11  onr  duty  to  again  call  the  attention  of  counsel  to  the  subject  of 
inbmitting  cases  and  presenting  briefs.  But  n»  altusious  in  our  orders  or  requests  i» 
any  negleet  of  eonnsel  on  eitbei  side  have  ever  been  made. 
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S.  On  the  an.h  of  April,  ISSB,  we  again  oalled  tbe  atteotiOD  of  eonnsal  to  thia  tab- 
Ject  in  thrae  wordii: 

"  Ther«  ia  aiiollier  nubject  to  which  the  < 

"Tbe  tnnn  of  thi.'  CommisHinu  eKpireH  o 
the  S^d  of  next  March.  If  the  whole  interveniDft  lime  la  coDstontl;  devoted  to  lb* 
•zaiiiiijFitlim  nf  raspR  it  will  t>e  neceuar.v  to  dec-iile  more  tbHD  two  caaes  rach  dar  in 
order  to  flniah  the  whole  work  uf  tlie  Coinmiaiiiou.  It  ia  apparent,  tberefore,  that 
OflBPB  oiik'i^  to  be  fcot  ready  at  oitce  for  the  examination  nf  the  Commiaaion.  eo  that 
they  may  from  thia  time  have  cases  in  thrir  handa  to  be  examinad  and  d^dnl.  Tba 
•ecretary  rpirorta  to  us  that  tliero  ure  now  twenty-ftve  onaea  inwhich  the  testimony  ii 
olnaeil  on  both  si'les.  If  liriefa  cnnid  be  prepared  at  once  la  thaw  canea,  instead  of 
tukiiis  the  forty  days  Riven  by  the  existing  rnlea,  ao  as  to  enalile  as  to  bef{in  now  the 
examination  of  caaes,  it  nonld  greatly  prumote  the  despatch  of  bneineas." 

This  wBsareqneat,  not  an  iirfier.  It  iras  made  in  tbe  dearre  topn>mi>t«tbedeapateh 
of  biiaineas,  and  it  was  hoped  that  it  wonht  be  met  in  tbe  same  apirit. 

The  connsel  for  the  Uniteil  StalM  had  moved  on  th«  '26th  •  f  April  for  an  order  n- 

n'  -inn  claimanta  to  close  taking  testimony  in  alt  otiaea  by  June  1,  The  elafmanla 
already  had  from  one  year  in  many  oases  to  over  font  montha  in  all  caaee  over  and 
■bove  the  three  months  eranted  them  by  tbe  general  rnles,  in  which  to  take  tbair 
tMtimony.  Notnithstsnaing  this  the  French  conawl  and  the  apoolal  oonnaal  tot 
•laimanta  roqnested  and  ni^ed  that  the  time  for  them  to  take  teatimoDy  be  extended 
at  least  to  Jnne  30,  and  stated  variooa  reosoDS  tberefiw. 

*         THB  CALL  AND  ORDKR  0»  MAY  6. 

3.  ITpoD  the  6th  of  Uay  we  complied  with  their  reqaeato,  and  ordrred  that  the 
elalmonls  have  tlllJnne30,  instead  of  Jnoe  1,  to  take  their  teatiniony,  and  the  United 
fltatea  till  November  10,  aad  that  attrr  November  10  olaltnaots,  if  wlsblos  to  take  le- 
bntCinjc  tcBtimooy,  mast  apply  immediately,  so  that  all  testiuoaj  eoold  be  oloMd  by 
DerrmlMT  10. 

Tbe  CommiBHion  then  added  these  words  to  tbe  order : 

"It  is  ohviona  that  thia  diatribntion  of  time  leavea  but  a  very  abort  period  for  tkm 
•ommisaioners  to  examine  all  tbe  evidence  in  all  the  cases,  and  to  properly  deolda  them 
and  romplet^i  the  work  of  the  Cnmmisaion,  eapecially  if  the  large  maaeof  eaars  be  Ml 
to  flprnmnlate  and  to  remain  undiapofuwl  nf  till  December. 

"To  avoid  snch  accnmalntioD  we  calt  the  attention  ofeounael  to  the  preoent  oondl- 
tlon  of  tlia  bnoineas,  with  the  hope  that  they  will  Immediately  prcBent  their  brief*  in 
all  thone  caaes  in  which  tbe  testimony  ta  closed  on  both  aides.  Them  are  eboat  thirty 
•nch  casea,  and  we  ahall  direct,  them  to  be  called  thia  morning  In  order  to  aaoertoin 
whrthrT  they  may  not  be  |[ot  ready  for  hearing  and  decision  in  a  few  daya. 

"There  are  al<ont  one  hnndred  and  fifty-three  oasea  in  which  the  claimants  have 
eloted  the  taking  of  their  testimony.  In  these  caaea  the  United  States  connael  coo 
now  proceed  to  take  teatimnny.  In  many  we  hope  testimony  has  already  been  taken. 
If  these  caaes  conld  be  ctowNf  by  the  Ist  of  Jnly,  and  then  sabmitted  to  db  for  deob- 
ion,  it  would  prevent  the  accnmnlation  of  bnalness  towards  the  end  of  the  term  of 
tbe  Oonimisaion,  and  invatly  promote  the  despatoh  of  bnalness." 

The  30  cases  were  then  called ;  the  record  shows  thet«  were  36. 

Thia  was  the  third  time  we  had  been  obliged  to  call  for  bilefo  not  filed  ocooidingto 

This  order  of  May  6  did  not  alter  any  of  onr  existlni;  rales.  It  only  extended  the 
time  for  the  daimantH  to  take  their  trslimony  ;  an  extension  granted  lo  them  aa  a 
fovor  and  at  their  nrgeol  reqnest.  It  did  not  altt'r  theruleosto  snbmtttiiig caaee  and 
niekins  briffs.  Tt  only  snnght  to  afcertain  whether  caaea  "  closed  on  both  aidee," 
and  which  bad  lieen  ao  eloaed  ainre  Fehrnary  10,  "  [night  not  be  got  t«ady  for  hear- 
infr  and 'lecision  In  a  few  daya."  But  no  order  to  (hat  effect  was  made;  uorwaaal- 
InsJbn  made  to  any  one's  being  in  defhult.  althnngh  the  French  counsel  or  claimanta' 
connael  shonld  fatve  flted  brien  in  fifteen  days  from  February  10,  and  were  then  (Hay 
6)  delinnnentin  about  twenty-five  c^sea  for  over  two  months. 

It  ianf  thia  oriler  that  the  connael  for  France  say:  "That  the  orders  of  Hay  6  and 
November  30,  in  settingasideaomeof  the  moat  vital  rnles  adopted  by  thia  CommlH^on 
have  created  confnaion,  and,  inatead  of  tending  to  facilitate  the  despatch  of  haalacM, 
have  greatly  embarraaaed  it." 

Instead  of  this  statement  being  true,  it  will  lie  seen  that  the  order  of  Hay  Sdidool 
■et  snide  any  rules.  It  extended  the  time  for  taking  testimony  beyond  the  limte 
fixed  by  the  rnlea,  and  this  extenalon  wae  grantMl   at  the  nrgent  request  of  tba 
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tblalotake  tbeir  teatimODy,  a  Urge  uumberof  tbooUinikiita  would  bAve  been  cat  off 
frompnivlDg  tbeircUiuM,  sad  eonlil  not  ba*e  obtained  nay  alio wBDoe.  Tbe  order  of 
Hi;  6  was  Deocasaty,  clear,  and  uaefalfor  tbedeapalobof  buaineaa,  and  especial ly  in- 
daJgent  to  tbe  clainianta.  It  put  tbe  takiDK  of  teatimouy  b;  both  aidea  on  a  fair  and 
Joit  baola.     It  is  appended,  aad  we  refer  to  it. 

CABBa   BUBHITTED   ASD   SBIKrB   FILED  BETWUtH   MAY  6   AND  JUKE   30. 

i.  Tbirtj-tis  caaea  cloaed  on  both  sides  were  oalled  in  the  public  meeting  of  Ha;  6, 

laas. 

loBof  theaecaaeabriefebad  beenfiledpriortoUayB,  leaving  tnenty -eight  in  which 
brtefk  wete  to  be  Ql«d,  and  in  vhich,  b;  the  rulee.  the  claiuanis'  o]>eniug  briers  aliotild 
bare  been  Itled  by  Hay  SI.  Between  May  6  aoa  Jnne  30  only  nine  caaea  w«-re  aiil>- 
mitted. 

In  ten  of  tbe  twenty-eigbt  cases  the  French  coansel  had  Bted  opening  briefs  befrire 
Jane  30,  leaving  eighteen  in  which  be  lisd  not  fllKd  an  opiiniDg  brief.  Indeed,  in  six* 
taeu  of  these  oaees  do  opening  brirfs  have  been  Bled  np  to  March  20,  lBt«. 

On  tbe  30th  of  Jnne,  the  last  meeting  befuro  the  adJoiiToment  for  tbe  sninmeT,  tbe 
Frenob  aasiHtai it  counsel  moved  for  I'urty  days  odditinonl  time  to  takerebntting  ti^etl- 
QHiny  in  thirty-six  oases,  anil  for  from  thirty  to  sixty  days  to  take  texciinoiiy-iu-chier 
in  1U0  other  oaaeo.  As  tebnttiug  teatiiuouy  cannot  {iTopcrly  bo  taken  (see  Kills  14) 
nnlil  "aflur  the  proofs  on  the  part  of  the  defense"  (the  United  Statns}  "xhall  hava 
been  closed,  wbrn,  if  Iheclaiuiantsdesire  tutake  rebut  ling  proof,  the  Com  miwiun  will 
arcord  a  reasonable  time  therefor."  tlie  Commissiun  granted  thirty  days  to  tabs  tha 
rebutting  proof,  and  in  tbe  other  IIM)  casrs  extended  the  time  of  claimants  lo  thirty 
days  more.  At  the  expiration  of  thirty  days  (Jnly  IK))  the  testimony  on  both  sidea 
would  iie  closed  in  these  thirty-six  cuses.nnd  then,  under  the  rulea,  by  the  IDlhof  8ep- 
trDiber,  1082,  these  thirty -si  xadililional  vaees  should  have  been  briefed  anil  siibniittea, 
making,  with  the  pre  v  ions  twenty -seven  cases,  in  all  sixly-thrce.  Indeed,  il  was  rsa- 
Mnsble  to  expect  that  fmra  the  l.S3cnsFa  referred  to  in  tbe  order  of  Uaj'  C,  a  large  num- 
ber wonldbe  lirjefeii  and  submitted  for  decision  by  tbe  time  we  met  again,  on  the  3d 
of  October. 

Thp  Comfnisaion  met  again  on  the  3d  of  October.  Between  the30lhof  June  and  the 
Id  of  Octoberonly  fonr  cases  hod  been  submitted.  On  the  3d  of  Octohertwo  more 
«aBn  were  snbmitted-~«iK  instead  of  siity-tbree. 

On  account  of  illness  Hr.  do  Oeofroy  was  not  able  to  attend  the  meetings  of  tho 
Cnrmiasion  tilt  the  ^Ist  of  October. 


i.  At  the  meeting  of  the  :IlBt  of  October  the  Commission  made  the  following  st-atc^ 

"The  CoDimiMionbra  have  had  under  consideration  the  matter  of  the  extension  of 
tiiM  to  take  testimony.  Heretofore  the  CommissioD  has  been  liberal  in  all'ording 
both  udes  opportnnitiee  to  compleie  tlieir  testimony ;  but  the  limitation  pnt  upon 
the  contiunauce  of  this  (ribnnat  compels  us  to  be  hereafter  very  rigid  in  poiwiug  upon 
applications  for  further  time  to  take  lestimony,  and  the  connnet  for  tbe  (joveruments, 
and  alt  otber  parties  interested,  must  take  notice  that  hereafter  no  further  eiteni>ion 
of  time  will  be  allowe'l,  except  upon  urgent  reasons  given,  proi>erly  supported  by 
offlcial  statements  or  affidavits. 

Motions  on  bebalfof  tbe  claimants  for  the  extension  of  time  to  take  testimony  eon- 
tinned  to  bo  made  by  the  French  coansel ;  and  at  the  meeting  of  November  II  tha 
•abject  was  fully  dii-cnssed  by  the  counsel  of  both  Oovemmeuta 

On  the  13lh  at  November  Hr.  Boutwell,  tbe  counsel  for  the  United  States,  pr»< 
•anted  a  statement  showing  the  condition  of  the  bnainess  of  the  Commission  on  No- 
vember 12,  and  tbe  form  td  au  order  which  be  wished  the  ComniiMioD  to  Hdopt  in 
regard  to  Uting  briefs  and  granting  extensions  of  time  to  take  tistimouy.  The  conn- 
selfor  France  replied  to  the  statement,  and  presented  his  form  for  an  onter  on  tbe  sub- 
Jeel. 

It  was  obvious  that  some  general  order  must  be  made  limiting  the  time  for  taking 
testimony  on  both  sides,  or  tbe  businesa  of  tbe  Commission  oould  not  be  fluiabed  in 
tbe  time  prescribed  by  the  convention. 

It  farther  appeared  that  between  the  3d  of  October  and  tbe  SOth  of  November,  a 
period  of  fort y-eigbt  days,  only  twelve  cases  had  been  briefed  and  snbmiiled.  At 
that  rate,  instead  of  doting  tbe  business  by  Ibe  Ist  of  July,  imsi,  the  time  prescribed 
by  tbe  convention,  it  would  take  between  five  and  six  yeaiii  to  finish  the  business. 

It  was  plain  that  tbe  existing  roles  were  wholly  insnfflcirnt;  and  r  he  practice  under 
tbem  led  to  end1e«a  delays,  and  would  defeat  the  objects  for  which  tbe  Cummission 
waa  established.  More  stringent  n)le^  not  merely  requesting  more  hrief^  hot  lequii- 
ing  tbeai  at  atated  periods,  wei«  necessary.  ,  , 
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6.  For  thpte  TeiiaoDB  tho  order  of  November  20  wa«  adopted,  which  ii  appcDdtd  1« 
thU  report,  but  need  not  here  be  set  forth  in  full.  The  IbllovlDg  orders  wbjeb  ntn 
to  the  Diakiug  and  iubmitting  of  briefa  were  then  made : 


"Opinion  and  orJer  relofirs  to  the  bHiinat  uf  He 

"  When  Ibe  erJer  of  May  6  waa  made  it  was  expected  that  the  lerm  of  thii  Con- 
■liaeion  nontd  expire  on  tbe  33d  da;  of  March,  1S83.  The  order  then  made  coatrii- 
plated  thatthe  taRiuK  of  teitimon;  sbonld  eeaiie  in  December,  ie<Rl,  so  that  the  com' 
tmiasionerB  Bhuuld  bave  three  muDths  «^r  all  the  teatiniODj  waa  taken  to  exauin- 
and  decide  the  cumd. 

"  Siuce  then  tbe  term  bas  been  extended  to  July  1,  1883 — three  montha  and  eigbi 
dafB. 

"This  eit«ti»ioQ  enables  as  to  extend  the  time  of  the  olaimatitB  and  of  tbe  two 
Oovvmmenta  for  taking  t^atimon;  for  three  months  and  eight  days.  #it 

"  Tbe  qnestlon  now  is,  How  shall  we  proceed  to  distribote  this  time  anMDg  tbe 
parties  bo  as  bent  to  promote  the  dispatchof  bnsineasaad  toeoable  tlia  partie*  to  pre- 
sent all  their  testimony  f 

"  I.  Wp  cannot  assnme  that  the  Oovernments  will  again  extend  tbe  time  bey ood 
July  1.  J 

"  We  must  make  onr  order  on  (hat  basis,  that  the  Comraiasion  will  not  extend  be- 
yond Jolv  1. 

"II.  There  will  probably  be  abont  SOO  caaes  to  be  examined  and  decided  by  the 
•ommiBaioiiers  between  this  dale  and  the  Unit  of  next  July;  that  la,  about  three  Cises 
for  every  workinu;  day,  or  eighteen  csaes  per  week. 

"To  complete  the  workof  the  Commis^on  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  the  basines 
ahalt  be  so  arranged  and  the  cases  so  set  for  taking  testimony,  and  so  disposed  of  bj 
aounsel,  that  a  constant  supply  of  cases  ready  for  decision  shall  henceforth  be  fnr- 
ulabed  to  the  commiseionFrs,  and  to  that  they  may  always  have  on  hand  daily  three 
eases  far  examination  and  decLtion. 

"  HI.  There  are  now  sixty-aeven  caBos  closed  on  both  sides,  and  in  which  brieft 
le  1ie  made. 


"  Bri^t  hg  at  Frtn<:\  coutufl :  8  by  November  25:  10  additional  by  DeeemberS;  10 
additional  by  December  9;  13  additional  by  December  16;  13  additional  by  December 
83 ;  13  additional  by  December  3D. 

"  Replire  ig  lit  coutitl  iff  the  United  Statue .-  8  b^  December  2 ;  10  additional  by  De- 
ecmber9;  10  additional  bv  December  16;  13additionalbyDecember23;  13  additional 
by  December  30  ;  13  additional  ,by  January  6,  18H3. 

"  Tbe  counsel  of  the  French  Sepublio  will,  npon  consultation  with  special  ccanael, 
select  the  caacs  in  which  briefs  are  to  be  prepared  as  above. 

"  If  tbe  counifl  of  the  French  Sepublic  shall  desire  to  file  briefs  in  reply  to  tb* 
United  States  briefs,  he  must  do  so  within  one  week  from  the  day  on  which  he  lecei res 
the  United  Stales  briefs.  At  the  expiration  of  the  week  the  eases  will  be  deemed 
submitted  to  the  commissioners  for  deciiiion,  unless  the  counsel  wish  to  be  beard  orally. 
If  either  of  the  cooasel  witib  to  be  heard  orally,  be  must  give  notice  in  writing  therrof 
on  or  before  tbe  third  day  after  theexpirationof  snob  last  week  to  the  adverse  counsel 
and  to  the  serrelary,  who  will  inform  the  president  of  tbe  Commission.  The  com- 
miseinncra  will  fix  a  day  for  such  hearing.  At  tbe  end  of  the  oral  arguments  tbe  ease 
will  be  considered  aa  submitted. 

"Afier  tbe  30th  of  Decemlxr  briefs  in  eighteen  cases  must  be  prepared  weekly  by 
the  French  conneel  uud  furnished  to  tbe  American  counsel,  and  briefs  in  ivply 
weekly  by  the  Anioricsn  conusel. 

"The  cases  before  the  Commission  cannot  be  completed  and  decided  by  thecomiDis- 
sioners  by  Ihe  first  iif  July  next  unless  the  weekly  averaf^  of  eighteen  cases  be  sup- 
plied to  the  comniisxioners  for  decision  after  December  30tb." 

It  IB  of  tblB  rule  'bat  the  French  counsel  nay  it  "  has  been  productive  only  of  delay 
and  confimion,  owing  to  the  utter  imposaibiiity  of  underBlandiug  or  of  carrying  it 

Is  this  true  I 

Conld  not  the  French  couusel  ai:d  tbe  special  counsel  for  clatmauts  understand 
that  Ibey  were  re<juinil  to  furnish  eight  briefs  by  Kovcuiber  Kitb,  ton  by  Dooeaiber 
2d,  fen  by  December  E>tb,  and  so  on  in  such  esses  as  the  French  counsel  might  ttlfct 
upon  consultation  with  clatmsiit's  counsel,  instead  of  furnishing  in  all  caaes  bKefs  in 
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fltlMD  d*7i  after  the  cam  won  clomd,  ••  reqalred  by  the  origiual  rnle  f  The  impos- 
•ibilit;  was  not  in  nndentandiDi;  either  Ihe  old  mle  or  tbe  new  oup,  oi.in  carrying 
tbMD  oDt.  The  tronbla  arose  from  dUrp|;ardluK  thtia.  The  new  rule  rraDiriiig  a 
■pecifie  nniuber  of  IjriBfH  at  stated  periods  wan  ho  clear  and  e»ct  that  it  left  the  coiin- 
mI  no  excuse  for  delay  or  neglect,  and  if  olieyed  would  secure  the  indispennabie 
diipatch  of  hnsinew. 

In  no  orher  respect  was  the  rule  oh  to  the  pre piiratloa  uf  liticfM  changed. 

At  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Freocfa  roiinael  to  take  tlic  initiative,  to  select  the  caaea 
lor  briefing  and  to  make  the  uiwnitig  britf,  bia  riKhl  unil  his  dnly  in  that  respect 
WBtB  left  [intoucfaed  by  the  dpw  order.  Indi-ud,  the  order  expressly  stated :  "  The 
counsel  of  the  French  Repnbllo  will,  upon  consultation  with  sjiecial  coiioael, 
Kleel  the  cases  in  which  briefH  are  to  be  prenan-d  as  ubove."  The  special  counsel 
ooold  not  appear  before  as  except  through  ttio  French  conneel,  conld  not  preFent 
their  briefs  to  us,  but  were  obliged  to  present  them  to  the  French  counsel,  who 
mbmitted  them  to  us  as  they  saw  Rt.  It  wse  for  him  therefore  to  consult  with  the 
special  counsel,  to  Inform  themof  what  our  rules  reqnired,  and  to  demand  compliaoc* 
with  them.  We  oonid  make  oDr  onlera  only  upon  bim,  not  them,  and  require  obe- 
dience of  him,  not  theni. 

In  this  order  there  was  nothinj;  obncure,  nothing  difficult  to  do.  If  obeyed,  the 
desired  dispatoh  of  buainess  was  seen  red. 

We  wail^  to  see  how  the  order  would  work.  If  it  furnished  us  "  the  constant- 
■apply  of  caaes  ready  for  decision,"  we  should  be  satisfied,  and  Hhould  not  probably 
iDcmire  as  to  the  exact  and  literal  compliance  with  the  rule. 

On  ihe  23d  of  November  six  cases  were  furnished,  and  we  hoped  we  should  get 
euoDgb  lo  keep  as  coDstantly  employed.  In  December  eighteen  cases  were  fbmlsbed. 
In  January  they  fell  off  to  seven.  In  February  there  were  only  eleven.  And  tn 
March,  up  to  the  t&th,  there  were  only  three. 

On  the  I£>th  of  March  we  were  without  a  single  case  for  examiiTat'on— the  "con- 
(taal  supply  "  had  failed. 

Id  the  preoeding  statomeut  we  have  shown  that  theae  orders  were  clear,  and  not  to 
be  misnuderstood  by  any  one ;  that  they  were  necessary  on  account  of  the  uegleot  to  < 
fumiahing  brleft  oa  mquired  by  the  rules;  that  they  were  well  calculated  toapeed  tlw 
diipatch  of  business,  and  that  the  delays  in  submitting  briefb  have  been  occasioned,  do( 
by  soy  defect  in  tbe  miee,  but  by  the  negligence  of  the  parties  who  should  have  f^- 
niabed  them. 

WHAT  THE   FRKKCH  CODNBBL   SHOtlLD   HAVX   D0N8. 

7.  Bnt  on  thi*  point  we  may  add,  if  there  wereaujthinK  in  tbe  orders  which  seemed 
Dbacare  and  conllieting  to  the  French  ooaneel,  why  did  they  not  state  te  the  Com- 
mission  the  difficulties  they  encountered  in'nnderBtanding  and  applying  the  ordera, 
nr  their  difficulties  in  proooriaK  briefs  from  those  bound  to  comply  with  the  orders  T 
If  they  had  really  desired  the  diapatcb  of  business  they  should  have  done  so,  and  the 
Commissioners  would  at  anoe  have  explained  or  modiUed  the  orders,  or  enforced  them 
by  Snal  decree,  and  thus  have  relieved  them.  Instead  of  this  they  have  quietly  ac- 
quiesced in  and  acted  under  tbe  order  of  November  SO  for  four  mouths,  and  until  the 
'lOih  of  March,  and  then  for  the  flret  time,  instead  of  stating  their  alleged  difficul- 
ties, that  they  might  be  removed,  they  have  without  provocation  assailed  tbe  Com- 
miwioQ  with  groundless  charges  and  erroneous  aasertioui,  and  present  these  as  ez- 
L-naes  for  not  complying  with  the  rules  of  the  Commission  reqiiinng  briefi. 


or  TBE  ALLEOKD  INCONStBTXMCV  IH  OUR  DECISIOttS  IN  KXaABO  TO  THR  PORFKITUM 
OP  FRKNCR  CITIKENBHIP  "BY  AN  ESTABLtSHMEKT  IK  A  FOREIGN  COUNTRY  WITH- 
OUT INTENT  TO  IISTOBN,"  DNPSR  9KC.   17,  CHAP.  II,  CODE  CIVIL. 

I.  Tbe  Commianion  hold  that  mere  residence  and  verbal  declarations  of  an  intent 
not  to  return  are  insufflcient  to  work  a  forfeiture  of  French  nationality.  There  must 
be  B  declaration  in  writing  before  a  court  of  record,  sworn  to  by  the  claimant,  of  an 
intent  to  remain  here  and  become  a  ritixen,  like  the  declaration  of  intention  to  be- 
come a  clti«-n,  which  is  the  lirst  stej)  in  naturalization.  Mere  verbal  declarations 
change  from  time'to  time,  anil  are  easily  proved  to  be  one  thing  to-doy  and  another 
thing  to-morrow. 

i.  They  bold  further  that  the  written  declaration  of  an  intent  to  become  a  cilir.en 
ind  to  rtnisin  here,  though  requisite,  is  not  conclusivo  proof  of  the  intent  to  remain 
"sans  esprit  do  retour,"  when  the  evidence  shows  that  the  party  after  making  his 
deelsration  changed  his  intention  (aa  he  had  tbe  right  to  do],  renised  to  perfect  hia 
nstnralization,  and  always  after  claimed  and  reserved  bis  right  to  remain  a  French 
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In  Pairenin'*  mm  (No.  63)  tb«re  was  no  vritten  d«el»ratioD,  bnt  onl^  wbal  dM- 
iMfttions  of  an  intnnt  to  remain  and  not  to  ratnni  to  France,  aoeompaniod  with  tbt 
deolaration,  "  I  hare  noTer  Intended  to  beoome  an  American  eltiittti ;  1  bare  alirafi 
wiebi:!d  to  preMrre  m;  aatloDalit;."    Hance  we  betd  bim  to  be  a  Prenob  eJ^Mii. 

Id  Onier'a  cfue  (No.  :j84)he  laya,  "I  have  never renonnced  my  allegifuiee  t«  Franca. 
Same  time  before  tbe  war  1  made  apt>IicatioD  for  naturalization  papers  in  the  cireail 
oouit,  but  tbe  appllcatiun  never  was  perfected,  and  I  bave  never  taken  au  oatb  ta 
Miy  other  OoTcmment.  It  is  not  clear  whether  be  nieana  that  he  applied  for  papct* 
declarinK  hia  intention  to  becomea  citlien  and  renonnce  allegiance  to  France  aad 
this  waa  not  perfect«d,  or  that  be  made  hia  declaration  of  intention  bnt  did  not  per^ 
feet  bla  nataralizaliun  by  taking  the  aecond  step.  If  tbe  firat,  bis  cane  waa  like 
Parrcnin's;  but  if  the  last,  thoueb  prima  facie  sufBoient,  it  was  rebutted  by  proof 
that  be  had  changed  bis  intention  nlid  always  claimed  publirly  to  be  a  French  eitluB 
for  more  tbaii  tvi^nty  years,  anil  waa  regarded  by  bia  neighbora  as  a  French  oitiieD. 
Upon  the  whole  evidence  we  tbougbt  that  bla  application  for  naturalisation  papen 
before  tbe  war,  even  if  construed  to  be  a  declaration  of  inteuti'in  (which  was  donbt- 
fiil),  waa  fully  rebntled  by  his  am  form  condnotto  tbe  contrary  for  more  than  twenty 
years,  and  yi-o  tberafore  held  blm  to  be  a  French  dtiiea. 

In  Hunt's  case  (No.  53S)  tbe  French  counsel  cbarges  tbe  Conimtsainn  wilb  a  want 
of  consistency  in  thxir  decisiuiiH,  because  "  tbe  facts  affecting  tbe  qneetion  of  jarlsdie- 
tloD  were  practiouU;  similar  to  thwu)  developeil  in  tbe  caseaof  Parrenlo  aud  Omer,' 
and  yet  we  reriisttd  tocoosiiler  bioi  a  French  citizen.     1.   Hr.  Knot  waa  oaked  (reectd, 

B'X),  "  Have  you  ever  filed  a  declaration  of  inMotiiin  to  become  a  citiieu  of  the 
uitedStatea;  andif  so,  where  and  when)-"  Answer:  "I  bave,  iu  Peroandlaa,  Fla., 
in  1876,  before  Judge  Hillyer,  clerk  of  the  circuit  oonrt  in  Naiwan  Conntv,  Florida." 
On  page  Gl  of  the  record  tlie  declaration  ia  shown,  "  I,  C,  U.  Hunt,  do  declare  no  ostk 
that  it  is  my  bona  flde  intentioa  to  become  a  citizvn  of  tbe  United  States  aud  to  re- 
nounce forever  all  allegiance  and  fidelity  to  all  and  any  foreign  princ«,  potentate, 
atatu,  and  su vitrei guty  nbatsoover,  and  particnlarly  to  tbe  KvpuClic  of  France.— C.  R. 
HCOT." 

Here,  then,  is  the  written  declaration  which  did  not  exist  in  Parrenin'a  eaae — ths 
Imliapensulilii  requisite  to  prove  an  "  esttblishment  without  intent  to  ratnm." 

2.  Bn^  as  this  only  ninde  a  prima  facie  case  we  must  look  farther  aod  ascertain 
whether  there  may  not  be  evidence  to  prove  that  he  hod  changed  bia  intention  to  ro- 
main  in  this  country. 

He  wasaeked  (p.  26):  "  Is  it  your  intention  to  remain  in  this  country  T"  Answer. 
"  It  ia  my  prfSi-nt  Intention  to  remain."  He  went  to  France  in  I(W3  on  a  visit  and 
ataid  aliont  two  months.  He  was  asked,  "  When  yon  visited  France,  as  oientianed 
In  yonr  direct  examination,  waa  it  with  tbe  intention  of  returning  to  tbe  United 
StatesI"    Answer,  "It  waa  my  intention  to  return." 

There  waa  no  evidence  to  show  an  intent  to  return  to  France  or  an  intent  not  W 
become  a  citixen  of  tbe  United  States,  but  the  contrary  waa  fully  shown. 

This  case,  instead  n(  being  "similar  to  that  of  Parrenin  and  Omer  in  the  facta  affect- 
ing tbe  question  of  Jnri>diotioD,''  la  totally  nnlike  it  on  that  vital  jmint. 

In  tbe  canes  of  Cuulon  ( IHi)  and  DuIhm  (2(i)  the  allegi-d  ioconaistency  ia  very  ob- 
•cnrely  stated.  The  allegation  ia  that  thnui;b  Colou  was  bnitalU  wounded  wbib 
rwiisting  tbe  capture  of  bis  property  upon  his  own  premises  (as  if'^tbe  military  aa- 
thorities  of  the  United  States  were  making  "the  capture"),  yet  we  rejected  hia  claim; 
whilM  we  allowed  the  claim  of  Duboa,  who  was  arreeted  and  impriaoned  by  Oeneral 
Butler. 

In  Conlon'a  case  there  were  two  witnewea  to  the  main  facta — Madame  Conlon,  the 
olaimant,  and  Madame  Hemard. 

Uadame  Cunliin'a  testimony,  where  ahe  differs  from  Madame  Hemard,  we  thongbt 
nnreliable.  Madame  Hemard  tralifiMl  that  about  forty  negro  soldlara  came  into  tba 
orange  grove  ;  that  "  they  came  in  pell-mell;  one  JuiniMNi  the  fence;  otiteis  came  ia 
the  gale  ;  I  did  not  see  any  oIliL-ers ;  alt  were  colorod."  They  were  stealing  oranges 
andonraking  tbe  trees.  Ci>uloa  told  them  to  stop.  Oneof  tbe  colored  soMlen  told 
bim  it  was  none  of  his  biislnesa.  I  told  Mr.  Conlon  he  hod  better  go  away.  Th* 
oolored  soldier  told  him  if  he  did  not  go  away  be  would  aboot  bim."    He  then  shot 

We  can  allow  only  "  clalma  arising  out  of  acta  committed  by  the  civil  or  military 
authorities  of  the  United  Slates."    Such  are  the  words  of  the  convention. 

The  statement  of  tbe  case  Is,  (n  the  opinion  of  the  Commisalon,  enough  'to  show 
that  tbe  act  was  not  committed  by  tbe  authorities  of  the  United  SUtea,  but  waa  tba 
brutal  act  of  a  lawless  negro  soldier.  NooIScer  was  pi«seDt  at  this  alleged  "eaptnre* 
of  bis  property,  and  tbe  "  oaptnre"  was  stealing  oranges. 

In  DiiIkm's  case  the  act  was  comuitted  by  Qeneial  Butler,  and  waa  approved  by  Hr. 
Seward  and  President  Lincoln. 

Tbn  Qoveruments  which  hare  established  this  Commisalon,  npon  oonddering  tb* 
&ota  lien  Btued,  will  not  fail  to  oLiaerve  how  constant  and  nequent  have  baao  Mt 
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Ffliirto  to  dispatch  the  bnsiDMa  of  tb«  CommitdoD,  aad  that  the  delays  in  takiag  tea- 
ijmonj,  in  sabraittiog  casea,  and  preseatiog  brieft  have  not  ariaea  from  aaything 
ilone  or  omitted  by  the  CommiuioDere.  If  n-e  ha*e  been  in  error  it  U  that  we  have 
bsen  too  indulgent  to  claimanta  in  graating  extensions  of  time  to  take  their  testi- 
mony, aa  error  irhich  it  ill  becomes  the  counsel  of  the  claimants  U>  complain  of. 
BabO!I  dk  ARINOS, 

BraiiUan  Commiwioaer. 
A.  O.  ALOIS, 
Camntiitioner  on  the  pari  of  Ikt  Uulied  Stalm. 

I  couenr  in  the  conclnBiona  of  my  oolleagaes,  althongh  I  do  not  follow  them  in  all 
the  developnieats  and  paiticulais  into  irhich  they  hare  entered. 

While  believing  that  some  time  might  poBBibl;  hsTe  been  saved  in  studying  the 
l>Dhos  case  ("  arreat  and  imprisonment"),  I  find  the  reproach  of  delay  en t1  ret j  an- 
foQDded  in  toe  "  slaves  qoestiou,"  in  which,  it  seems  to  me,  the  connse|^  lost  them- 
nlves  in  the  labyrinth  of  their  ronndatiout  procsedinga. 

80,  in  my  opinioo^  the  charge  of  delay  in  the  *'  territorial  Jarisdiotion  qoestion  "  is 
irholly  nnfounded.  ' 

In  regard  to  the  aooaaation  of  "  InaoDsiBt«noy  in  the  deolsiona,"  I  might  consider 
mjaslf  a*  not  directly  bronght  inqnestion;  my  votes  ap  to  this  day  have  always  been 
"  coniiscent."  However,  1  cannot  help  agreelug  with  my  col  leagues  that  the  enumsr- 
stiOQ  given  by  the  aonnsel  for  France  in  the  section  3d  of  tbeir  paper  is  itself  snlfl- 
cientty  "iDcoherent."  For  instance,  one  does  a  >t  understand  what  is  tbeaiHnity  they 
flstabliBh  between  Conlon'scase  and  that  of  Dabos's. 

Bnt  leaving  aside  details  1  avail  myself  of  the  occasion  to  decline  the  absolnte 
abligatiou  of  so-called  "consistODCy"  that  the  conasel  would  pretend  to  imposD 
D[iOD  ns,  that  is  Co  say,  of  deciding  cases  that  are  in  some  re^tnecU  similur  as  if  they 
were  alike  in  all.  The  case» submitted  to  the  Commission's  judgment  are  very  seldom 
identical;  all  present  particular  circumstances  which  di^turiniue  the  Commissi ouen' 
decision ;  so  one  haa  no  right  to  reproach  them  as  "  incohereut"  becanae  they  decide 
in  s  different  manner  different  cases. 

As  for  the  orders,  I  have  elgned  them  with  my  colleagnes,  and  I  accept  entirely  my 
part  of  the  reaponaibility. 

It  iseq^oally  inadmisatble  to  lay  the  fault  npon  these  orders  so  as  to  jaatifythe  pro- 
crastination in  the  submission  of  the  claims  and  to  assume  that  successive  orders  have 
abolisfaeil  the  rules.  The  orders  have  been  made  because  the  agent  and  counsel  on 
both  parta  were  not  observing  the  rnles,  and  to  try  to  brluff  them  bock  to  the  rnlna; 
in  Gu:t,  to  remedy  the  Inertia,  wherever  it  came  from.  If  uiey  have  not  been  effloa- 
eions  the  fault  ia  with  those  who  have  not  been  willing  to  regard  them. 

let  it  is  al>aalnt«1y  reversing  matters  to  assume  to  dictate  to  the  Commissioners 
their  duties,  to  contend  by  a  false  interpretation  of  the  fifth  article  of  Che  treaty  that 
it  is  tbeir  province  to  see  after  the  presentation  of  the  claims ;  in  short,  to  require  the 
Commiasiuners  to  perform  the  duties  which  have  been  assigned  to  the  agent  and 
counsel 

The  doty  of  the  agent  and  connsel  Is  to  prepare  and  present  the  claims  according 
to  the  rales ;  the  duty  of  the  commissioners  ie  to  decide  them  ofterwardH  in  the  order 
which  tbsy  believe  to  tie  proper.  No  argument  can  prevail  which  aeeks  to  change 
this  diatinction  of  duties  and  to  shift  responsibilities. 

If,  as  they  pretend,  the  agent  and  counsel  have  no  power  to  compel  the  oloimanta 
and  their  special  attorneys,  wilt  the  commissioners  l>e  more  able  to  do  aoT  Can  the 
foamissioners  step  into  their  place  and  bunt  for  the  claimanta  T  The  agent  and 
coQDiel  foreet  that  It  ia  only  through  them  that  the  commissioners  can  have  commn- 
nication  with  the  claimanta.  m   ■' 

Id  coDclnsioo,  I  Join  with  my  colleagnes  in  rejecting  the  charges  preferred  against 
the  Commisaion.  I  find  the  language  used  in  the  paper  presented  to  be  diereapeotfUl. 
Finally,  I  proteait  in  portioular  against  the  loaa  of  precious  time  occasioned  ijy  aiioh 
Qulces  controversy. 

L0U18  DX  OEOPROY, 
f,'(HHmif»lo)ier  on  Ike  part  of  the  h-eneh  S«pHblii:. 

OKDKR  OF  NOVEMDER  20,  ISdS. 

When  the  order  of  Hav  6  was  made  It  was  expected  ihat  the  term  of  this  Com- 
nission  would  expire  on  Che  22d  day  of  March,  ie>S3.  The  order  theu  made  coutem- 
plstcd  that  the  taking  of  testimouy  should  cease  in  December,  1882,  so  that  the 
Mffluiinioners  should  Bave  three  months  afcer  all  the  testimony  was  taken  to  examine 
sod  decide  the  cusee. 

Since  then  the  term  has  been  extended  to  Jnly  1,  18B3— three  months  and  eight 

H.  E..  236 17  ,  ,„  B,  Google 


258  fbeNch  and  auerican  claims  couhission. 

This  RzteuBiou  enables  us  to  extern)  tbe  time  of  tlie  clalmftDts  and  of  the  t*o  Goi- 
emnients  for  takiDjc  testlinonv  for  three  montba  And  eight  days. 

The  qnestiou  now  Is,  How  SDall  ne  proceed  to  tliatribnte  Ibis  lime  among  the  ptr- 
tiesso  as  best  to  promote  the  dispatch  of  business  and  to  enable  tbe  partira  to  ptcMDi 
all  their  testimony  T 

I.  We  caoDot  assame  that  the  OoTernments  will  again  extend  tbe  time  bejood 
Jaly  1. 

We  must  make  onr  order  on  that  basis,  that  the  Commission  will  not  extend  beyond 
July  1. 

II.  There  will  probably  be  abuiit  five  hundred  cases  to  be  examined  and  decided  bf 
the  commissioners  between  this  date  and  the  Ut  of  next  July  ;  that  is,  aboat  lint 
cases  for  ever;  workiue  day,  or  eighteen  cases  per  week. 

To  complete  tbe  work  of  the  Commission  it  is  absolntely  necessary  that  the  bui- 
nese  shall  be  «o  arraoged  and  tbe  oases  so  set  for  takiOK  testinionv,  and  so  disposed  at 
by  coansel.  that  a  constant  supply  of  cases  ready  for  decision  shall  benceforth  be  for' 
uislied  to  tbe  oommisBioners,  and  so  that  they  may  always  bave  on  hand,  daily,  tbrea 
cases  for  examination  and  decision. 

III.  There  are  now  sixty-seven  caaes  closed  on  both  sides,  and  in  which  brieft  cm 
at  once  be  niode. 

It  is  unlcrvd  that  in  CheBo  eaten  briefs  be  prepared,  filed,  and  famished  by  the  coun- 
sel of  the  Froijch  Kepnblic  to  the  couiisel  of  the  United  States;  and  that  briefe  in 
reply  be  preparad,  filed,  and  famished  by  the  oonnscl  of  the  United  States  to  the 
counsel  of  the  Franch  Kepubtic,  as  follows: 

Britifibg  Ike  FFtnch  counitl :  Eighth^  November  25;  10  additional  by  December  2; 
10  additional  by  December  9 1  ISadditionsl  by  December  16;  13  additional  by  Deecm- 
ber  S'i ;  13  additional  by  December  30. 

Erpliet  bs  the  oovnul of  lie  I'mled  Slates:  Eight  by  DecemherS:  10 additional  by  De- 
cember 9 ;  If)  additional  by  December  Ub;  13  additional  by  December  93;  13  addi- 
tional by  December  '23  ;  13  additional  by  January  6,  1S83. 

The  counsel  of  the  French  Bepublio  will,  npon  consultatioQ  with  special  coooael, 
select  the  cases  iu  which  briefs  are  to  be  prepared  as  above. 

If  the  counsel  of  the  French  Bepublic  «ha11  desii'e  to  file  briefs  in  reply  to  tbe  United 
States  briefs  he  must  do  so  within  one  week  from  the  day  on  whicti  he  r«ceivei  Ifar    I 
United  States  briefs.    At  the  expiration  of  the  week  the  caaes  will  be  deemed  tab-    I 
mitted  to  the  commissioners  for  decision  unless  the  counsel  wish  to  be  heaid  oially. 
If  either  of  the  counsel  wish  to  be  heard  orally  be  must  give  notioe  la  writing  tbenof    . 
on  or  before  the  third  day  after  the  expiration  of  snch  last  week  to  the  advene 
counsel  and  to  the  secretary,  who  will  Inform  the  president  of  the  Commission.    The 
commissioners  will  fix  a  day  for  such  hearing.    At  tbe  end  of  tbe  oral  arguiiieDta  the    i 
oaae  will  be  considered  as  submitted. 

Afl«r  the  30tb  of  December  briefa  in  18  oases  must  be  prepared  weekly  by  tbt 
French  counsel  aod  furnished  to  the  American  coansel,  and  briots  In  i«ply  weeUy  by    , 
the  American  counsel. 

The  cases  before  the  Commission  cannot  be  completed  and  decided  by  the  commis-    I 
eioners  by  the  first  of  July  next  unless  the  weekly  average  of  eighteen  oases  be  np- 
plied  to  the  commissioners  for  decision  after  Decem1>er  30. 

IV.  Besides  the  sixty-Buven  cases  closed  oa  both  sides,  there  are  one  haodred  lad 
thirty-one  caaes  closed  by  claimants.    It  ie  ordered  that  these  cases  receive  tbe  im-    j 
mediate  attention  of  tbe  couusel  of  the  United  States,  and  tbe  testimony  be  taken    I 
and  tbe  cases  closed  as  soon  as  possible  on  the  part  of  the  United  Statea,  so  that  the 
rebutliuK  testimony  of  tbe  claimants  may  betaken  and  the  oases  closed  on  both  sdea 
at  as  early  a  date  as  pogsible.    A  euScieut  number  should  be  eloaed  on  both  sides  by    , 
JJecember  30  to  fnruinb  at  least  eiKhteen  cases  weekly  thereafter  for  sobmissioa  to    j 
tbe  commissioners.     The  United  States  must  close  their  testimony  in  twenty-five    I 
oases  by  December  tO,  and  in  forty  more  cases  by  December  24. 

As  fast  as  the  taking  of  testimony  on  the  part  of  the  United  Statea  is  dosed  in  thr 
oases  closed  by  claimants  (and  which  are  estimatod  as  above  as  being  one  hnndtMl    i 
and  tbirty-one),  notice  thereof  Hbatl  be  immediately  siven  to  the  French  coniweler 
agent,  and  the  claimants  in  such  cases  shall  take  their  testimony  in  rebuttal  vitkin    I 
thirty  days  from  the  day  such  ooticn  is  given. 

V.  It  ie  ordered  that  in  tbe  cases  closed  by  claimants  June  30,  1882  (which  are  tali- 
mated  at  one  hundred  and  eight),  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  may  have  till  Ihr 
3d  day  of  January  for  tbe  taking  of  teatiniony.  On  that  day  the  taking  of  terllnHiy 
for  the  United  Stutex  must  close  tn  all  uf  those  cases.  I 

In  all  other  cases  the  counsel  for  tbe  United  Slates  may  have  to  and  inclDiiv*  of 
tbe  3d  day  of  February  to  take  testimony  on  bebalf  of  the  United  States.  On  Ibm 
day  the  taking  of  testimony  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  mast  cloae.  , 

From  this  date  to  Ijie  3d  of  February  the  time  is  appropriated  to  the  taking  of  teeti- 
money  by  tbe  United  Slates.     And  theclaimaut«  are  not  permitted  to  take  testiuoDy,    1 
either  in  chief  in  support  of  their  claims,  or  In  rebntta) ;  exoept  in  rebattal  In  the 
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le  hnnrlred  and  tbiilT-one  coaes  above  meotioiied, 
a\\*6  8t»tei  counsel  lliat  the  taking  of  testimoDy  ia  c 

StatM,  mentioned  or  by  stipiilatiOD  vith  the  United  States  coasKel,  c 

tpeeiftl  iieceBaUy,  bj  application  to  the  oommisgionere,  and  npon  special  order- 
After  tbB  3d  of  Febmaiy  and  nnttl  the  10th  of  March  the  claimanta  may  take  tesU- 

mon;  in  Tohuttftl.    At  that  time  (March  10)  their  talcing  of  teatimony  in  rebuttftl 

mDBt  close. 
From  the  5tli  of  February  to  the  10th  of  March  the  connHel  for  tha  Unitt-d  StalM 

if  not  to  take  teatimony  ou  behHli  of  the  United  States,  except  by  stipnlation  with 

the  counael  of  the  French  Republic,  or,  in  eases  of  special  necessity,  by  application  to 

Ibe  commiaaiunera  and  npon  special  order. 
VI.  In  the  one  hnudred  and  tirenty-aix  casee  in  which  the  claimants  have  taken  no 

teatimony,  it  is  ordered — 
That  if  the  claiiiianla  intend  and  desire  to  take  testimony  they  must  present  kn 

■pplicatiou  for  leave  to  take  testimony,  mast  set  forth  by  affidavit  tbe  caoM  of  theli 


delay  in  not  taking  testimony  heretofore,  and  must  show  that  they  have  not  been 
Dfgtigent  therein,  and  file  the  aauje  with  the  Secretary  and  give  notice  to  adveree 
Government  by  the  llMb  day  of  December. 
The  adverse  Government  may  have  till  December  20  to  answer  the  same. 
The  case  of  St.  Remain  against  the  United  States,  No.  703,  being  of  this  class,  is 
mbjpct  to  tbis  order. 

VII.  Notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  taking  testimony,  &.c,,  instead  of  eighteen 
days,  is  to  be  six  days  for  any  place  within  l,r>00  miles  of  Washington,  and  one  da;^ 
[or  each  250  additional  miles. 

ARJNOS, 
GEOFROY, 
A.  O.  ALOIS. 

FRENCH  AND  AMERICAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION. 


The  following  extract  Is  taken  from  the  procia  eertal  of  the  CommiesioD : 
"The  President  of  the  Commission  then  made  the  following  statement: 
"BlDcethe!23d  of  January  last  only  fourteen  cases  have  been  submitted  to  the  Com- 

miMion  for  its  Jadgment.  At  thin  time  there  are  no  briefs  awaiting  our  consideration. 
In  view  of  this  fact  my  colleagues,  as  well  as  myself,  wish  to  urge  it  upon  counsel  to 

SrasenI  more  briefs,  and  thnt  as  iooa  as  possible ;  and  that  this  may  be  properly  en- 
irced,  the  secretaries  are  requested  to  enter  this  statement  npon  the  record.^' 

(HiDHtes  of  the CommiHsion,  March  15,  18S3.) 

Ai  tbis  annousoenient  indicates  that  tbe  commtasionera  are  perplexed  and  disap- 
pointed at  the  w»nt  of  dispatch  and  progress  in  the  bnainess  before  tl|e  Commiaaion, 
coonael  for  the  Frenob  Repnblii;  proposes,  by  way  of  answer  and  information,  tosng- 
Sestsome  of  the  causes  which,  iu  his  opinion,  have  largely  contributed,  if  they  have 
not  produced,  the  reanlts  of  which  the  commissioners  now  complain. 

Among  these  causes,  And  ia  their  order,  may  be  eoumerated,  nnmerous  delays  in 
tbe  detenuinatioDof  qnestiona  of  Jurisdiction  and  principle,  which  affected  cUsees  of 

First.  The  delay  and  intermption  incident  to  the  discussion  aodtbediapositlouof— 

<a)  The  so-called  territorialjurisiiiction  question. 

(6)  The  ownership  of  slaves  qiiHstion. 

(c)  The  arrest  and  imprisonment  question. 

Secondly.  The  ninltiplication  and  substitution  of  general  and  sometimes  ineoDsiat- 
ent  and  incoherent  ordem  materially  affecting  and  in  some  inatonces  overruling  the 
mies  of  practice  published  to  the  world  at  its  organization  aa  tbe  law  of  the  Commis- 

Tbirdly.  A  want  of  consistency  and  uniformity  in  the  decisions  and  rulings  of  the 
Commission. 

The  inevitable  tendency  of  all  this  baa  been  to  inspire  claimants  and  their  attor- 
neys with  doubt  and  want  of  confidence,  which  has  resulted  in  tbe  withholding  of 


JUiusDicnoN. 

(a)  The  docket  of  tbe  Coromipsion  nud  the  record  show  that  this  issue  was  made  on 
tbe  lOth  of  Jannary,  lena.  by  tbe  connael  for  the  United  Stairs  in  the  ease  of  Joseph 
CboQTTeaa  ir.  Tbe  United  States,  No.  4:i,  and  the  same  was  sustained  and  the  claim 
disallowed  by  two  oommissioners  on  the  S8th  of  February,  18tj2,  as  not  within  the 
terrilorlal  Jorisdiotiou  of  the  United  States.  ..  , 
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Snbaeqiieiitlf ,  on  the  let  of  April,  ItlSi,  tiro  oonuDiuianera  decided  to  nftrtlu 

Sneetion  to  the  respective  Oovenimeuta  for  detenDin*tioii.  On  the  I3tfad«;of  lift;, 
S8Z,  ft  communicatlni]  was  received  from  ihe  two  Oovenunenla, overruliiiK  thopoei- 
tioD  of  the  coDDBel  for  the  United  atat««  and  repndiattiig  the  principle  ftnd  groead* 
upon  whlob  two  commiuionen  had  dtamiued  the  cUiin  of  ChoorTeftD. 

On  the  Bftme  day  the  decision  reached  in  Chonireftn  was  Kt  aaide,  in  eonforaut; 
with  the  declaration  of  the  Oovernnentia. 

From  the  lOtb  of  Jsnaary,  IHOl,  to  the  13tb  da;  of  Ufty,  IHSS,  ft  period  of  (bar 
months,  was  lost.  Pending  the  discuasion  of  tbia  iaane,  claimanta  whoee  caaes  would 
be  ruled  by  the  deolalon  he«itat«d  to  proceed  and  deolioed  to  anbmit  their  cases. 

(Statement  of  connael  for  the  Praoch  Eepublie,  died  April  13,  1682.) 

THK  owiraBBHip  OT  SLAVX8  QU«snoK. 

, f  De  Lanreal,  No.  97^  sod 

Bleie  Mote,  No.  383,  on  the  14th  and  16th  daya  of  rebmaiT,  1892.  On  tbe  ISth  day 
of  May,  188H,  ooaasel  for  the  French  Bepnblio  moved  the  dismiaea]  of  the  defamren 
iDterposed  by  the  United  States  in  these  icaaM  as  "  frivolons." 

On  the  83d  day  of  Maj*,  ItWi,  the  commiasionera  took  the  snbject  nnderadvlsencat; 
but  Dp  to  this  date  the  determination  of  thia  JnriBdictionalqiiestion,  wfaiehit  istba 
usage  of  conrts  and  commiaaioDB  on  each  iaenea  to  diapoae  of  in  ItmiiM,  ranained  ia 
abeyance  or  in  tlie  bosom  of  the  commiaalonera  nutil  tho  3d  day  of  Jannaiy,  1863. 
On  that  day,  and  in  making  an  award  in  favor  of  thf  clalmaot  Pierre  Nooga<  (No. 
323)i!.  TheUniledStAtea,  thepreaident  anuoonced  that,  indecidina  that  ease,  "be,  tiw 
preeident,  and  tho  oommiaBiooer  on  the  part  of  France,  overrnled  the  objeetiona 
raised  by  the  coanael  for  the  United  Staiea  to  the  claim  gronnded  opon  the  allegsd 
ownership  of  slaves  by  the  claimant. " 

(Miantea  Jannair  3,  1883.) 

I>nring  all  this  time,  that  is,  Irom  the  14th  day  of  Febmair,  1S82,  to  tbe  3d  day  of 
Jaunary,  1H83,  a  period  of  neariy  twelve  montha,  a  m^ority  of  the  clwmaota  wen 
laft  in  abaolnbe  ignorance  and  doubt  whether  the  oommiseioner's  wonid  take  iariadie- 
tloii  of  their  cases.  Ueanwhile  counsel  for  the  French  Bepublio  was  nrging  a  de- 
oision.  In  that  condition  and  situation  of  affairs  olaimaQte  or  their  attomeya  oontd 
not  be  expected  to  nndergo  labor  and  oipense  to  take  testimony  on  tbe  marila  sod 
to  prepare oaaes  whlcb  might  beeiclndednom  oonaideration  on  aqnestion  of  law. 

TKE   AKRBBT  AND  IHPRIBOKMEMT  QITRSTIOM. 

It)  On  tbe  17th  day  of  June,  1388,  tbe  case  of  Da  Bos  c.  The  United  States  wia 
■nbmitted,  and  on  the  5th  day  of  March,  1883 — a  gap  of  nine  months — two  oommia- 
aioners  awarded  claimant  the'  sum  of  eight  hundred  dollars — a  sum  which  will  doI 
probably  compensate  for  the  time,  labor,  and  expense  incurred  in  proaecoting  the 


THK  MOLTIPUCATIOIt   OF  OBNKRAI.  OBOBBS  IMCONBIffrBMT  WITS   TBB  ROUS. 

In  the  opinion  of  oonnael  this  method  of  procedure  haa  been  produetive  only  <tf  ddsj 
and  condision,  owing  to  tbe  attar  impoealbilfty  of  nnderetanding  or  of  cwiying  oat 
ttie  several  orden. 

Unleee  there  be  a  recognized  and  inflexible  practice,  there  cannot  exist  anytbisf 
dessrring  tbe  name  of  law. 

Whenever  the  practice  of  a  tribnnal  varies  the  law  is  vague  and  anoert^n,  sad 
where  the  law  is  vagae  and  uncertain  j  nstice  is  a  stranger. 

Since  the  aoundneaa  of  these  principlea  osnuot  Iw  qneetiooed,  it  may  be  aisert«d 
that  the  orden  of  May  6,  1H83,  and  of  November  20, 1883,  itt  setting  aside  some  of  the 
most  Tital  rules  adopted  by  this  Commissiou,  have  created  eonfusion,  and  ioatesdof 
tending  to  faciUtste  the  diapatch  of  busineaa,  have  greatly  embatrasaed  it. 


I   TBK  JtnUSPRUDKKCB  OF  THX  COH- 


In  proof  of  this  it  ia  only  necessary  to  cite  two  or  tl 
tralion  ; 

In  tbe  case  of  Fanenin  v.  Tbe  Unit«d  States,  No.  62,  where  the  claimant  te«tiB«d 
tliat  he  bad  no  intention  of  retaming  to  France — and  where  the  qneation  <^  «ipri'd> 
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irtnr  wu  faWj  presented  and  argned — two  comaiiBBionere,  on  the  27l<b  of  Jnne,  1888, 
recognized  tbe  clnimant  b«  a  citizen  of  Fraaoe,  anid  made  au  award  In  hts  foror. 

In  the  case  of  Omer  r.  The  United  States,  No.  284,  where  tbe  cMmant  bad  deo)ai«d 
hiainteotioD  to  become  a  citizen  of  tb«  United  fltat«s,  and  bad  TOted  at  municipal 
clrctions,  tbe  three  commissinners,  on  tbe  Ititb  January,  1883,  recognJEed  aUimant  aa 
t  citiien  of  Prance,  and  made  an  award  in  bis  favor. 

la  the  case  Hoot  r.  Tbe  United  States,  No.  535— apporautl;  a  stronser  ease — 
vbere  tbe  facts  affectioKtbe  qnestion  of  JarisdiotioD  ware  practical!;  similar  to  tboae 
d»Telopedin  the  oases  of  Parrcnln  and  Omer,  two  oommiuioDerB,  on  tbeSOthFebma^,   ' 
16%,  lefosed  to  consider  claimant  as  a  citizen  of  France,  and  dismissed  his  alaim  for 
vaat  of  Jarisdiction. 

In  tbe  case  of  Adele  Conlon  v.  Tbe  United  States,  No.  18S,  where  tbe  testimony 
■liDwed  that  claimant's  bnsband  bad  been  brutally  wounded  and  maimed  while  re- 
DitiiiK  tbe  capture  of  his  property  npon  bis  own  premises,  two  commiseioners,  on  tbe 
2mb  of  Jane,  1883,  disallowed  the  claim. 

In  tbe  case  of  Da  Boe  r.  Tbe  United  States,  No.  36,  where  claimant  was  arrested  and 
imprisoned  by  Qeneral  Bntler  for  about  ten  weeks,  two  coramissiocien,  on  the  5th  of 
Uarcb,  1883,  made  an  award  In  favor  of  olaimant  for  1800. 

THK  DUTIES  OF  TBS  COMlUSSIOimtfl. 

The  ooaunissioners  have  been  Tested  by  the  Convention  of  Jannary  15,  1S60,  with 
lbs  ezolnsive  power  "  to  investigate  and  decide  said  olaima  in  snob  order  and  in  snoh 
mauner  a«  they  may  think  proper.    (See  Article  T. ) 

Under  this  article  of  the  Convention  it  is  for  the  Commission  to  take  the  neceaaair 
tteps  to  provide  for  tbe  dispatch  of  business;  neither  agents  nor  counsel  haveoompoU 
loiy  process  to  bring  oasea  before  the  Commission. 

WBAT  POUCY  B*B  BKKM  pritSUKD  BT  OOUN8ML  TOK  THB  rsXHCH  BXPCBUO. 

On  the  35th  of  January,  18Ki,  the  connael  for  tbe  French  Bepnblio  moved  tbe  Com- 
minion  to  Issue  anch  o^er  as  it  mlEbt  deem  proper  to  expedite  bosineas,  and  aog- 
gnted  thefollowiogfonn  of  order — that  is  to  say: 

"  1.  That  ou  Jannaiy  27,  and  at  the  bonr  of  13  noon,  and  on  Che  following  days. 
Datil  the  whole  docket  has  been  gone  thronftb,  the  secretaries  shall  prooeea  to  o»U 
the  claims  as  recorded  in  their  respective  dockets,  in  the  order  in  which  said  olaima 
hsTs  been  preaented  to  tbe  CommlHsion ;  and  that  whenever  a  olaim  is  reaohed  whioh 
ti  not  ready  for  final  submission,  cause  for  obtsiniiig  further  delay  must  be  shown  by 
or  on  behalf  of  claimants,  or  of  the  defendant  Government,  and  the  Commission  will 
decide  what  extension  of  time,  if  any,  shall  be  granted. 

"2.  On  and  afT«r  the  1st  of  Harob  next,all  demnrters  will  be  reserved  fbr  deoisiaii 
when  case*  are  sabmitted  on  the  merits." 

And,  in  support  of  his  motion,  as  aforesaid,  the  conuHel  for  the  French  Bepnblio 
made  some  reraarka,  which  he  conclaed  as  follows : 

"  Let  ns  fully  nuiierstaud  the  meaning  of  the  motion.  It  is  intended  to  lay  down  a 
plan  for  work,  and  not  merely  to  ascertain  tbe  condition  of  the  calendar.  What  I  am 
endeavoring  to  find  is  sonie  arrangement  for  tbe  disposition  of  these  coses.  The  tinw 
hu  come,  alter  one  year's  preparation,  to  dispose  of  them. 

■'  1  say  to  my  friend  that  if  these  cases  are  not  decided  licforo  the  23d  of  December, 
1M2,  the  laches  will  be  charged  tooueBidsortbeotber,  and  the  side  on  which  the  charge 
of  being  guilty  of  laches  will  rest  vrilt  be  held  responsible  for  tbe  miscarriage  of  this 
CoTomission.  If  there  were  cases  presented  to  I hia  Commission,  and  which  nhonld  not 
have  been  disposed  of  by  reason  of  the  failure  of  the  United  States  to  comply  with  tha 
rales,  then  1  abontd  eay  that,  in  my  judgment,  the  Oovemment  of  tbe  United  States 
*onld  be  rsBponsible.  Such  are  the  reasons  why  I  ask  the  Commiesion  to  adopt  this 
motion.'* 

The  Commission  ordered  the  call  of  the  docket,  but  instead  of  enacting  such  meas- 
ure* as  would  have  resulted  in  the  speedy  dispoaition  of  each  oaee,  the  Conmiisidon 
ordered  that  "  When  the  whole  docket  had  been  called  the  commiaaioners  will  make 
raeh  ordera  aa  may  be  required  for  the  diapntch  of  buBinesa."  (See  minntea,  January 
38, 1842,  p.'i.)  After  tbe  empty  formalitv  of  the  call  of  the  docket  bad  been  gone 
through,  that  ia  to  say,  on  the  10th  of  February,  188j,  the  counsel  for  the  French  Be- 
public  made  the  following  motion  : 

"1.  That  this  honorable  Commission  order  that  all  the  cases  now  closed  on  both 
■ides  shall  be  submitted  to  Ihem  for  final  determination  within  the  next  forty  days. 

"  a.  That  on  the  15th  day  of  April  next  a  second  call  of  the  docket  shall  be  made, 
at  which  time  appropriate  measures  ahall  be  adopted  to  further  expedite  business." 

Said  motion  was  not  acted  npon ;  instead  of  enforcing  the  rules,  as  should  hava 
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been  done,  the  CommiSBion  sncoessivel  v  enacted  the  orders  of  Hsv  6,  1882,  and  BoTsn- 
ber  3D,  1882. 

In  concluwoD,  it  ia  reBpeotfliltjinbmitted  that  nothing  short  of  an  immediate  kdop- 
tlou  of  file  proposition  made  b;  the  counsel  for  the  French  Bepnbllc  on  the  2ath  of  Jan- 
nary,  18H2,  can  save  this  Commission  from  failare. 

FACTS   AND   eTATISTICS. 

It  ie  fnrther  aabmitted  that  aoareftlinTsstigationof  the  work  accomplished  op  to 
the  1st  inataDt  abowa  the  following  faota : 

1.  Cases  disposed  of j 310 

2.  Amount  claimed  as  principal 93,941,909 

3.  Soma  awarded  (escloding  interest) $37,1)7(1 

whioh  awards  repreeeot  0.95  per  cent,  of  the  Boms  claimed. 

The  reanit  reached  tfaaa  far  is  so  satisfactory  that  we  forbear  comment. 

CHAS.  A.  DE  CHAMBBUN, 

C«un»alfor  ike  Frewck  Agisllw. 
ALKX.  POBTEB  MOB8E, 

^isiiloai  CmaMl. 
WASHiNaTOK,  Uarok  19,  1883, 


Minutes  of  the  seggion  held  July  11,  1881. 

Office  of  the  CoMMissioN^Jfo.  1S18  H  Street, 

Washington,  July  11, 1861. 
Faraaant  to  a^oarnment,  the  GommiBsioii  met  at  12  o'clook  m. 
Present :  Baroa  de  Arinos,  president,  and  Hon.  A.  O.  Aldis,  commis- 
Bioners ;  Monsienr  Qrimand  de  Oaax,  agent  on  the  port  of  the  French 
Bepablic )  Monsieur  de  Cham  bran,  coanael  on  the  part  of  the  French 
Bepablic ;  a ..    the  secretaries. 

In  the  absence  of  Mr.  Bontwell,  Mr.  Davis,  the  assistant  coaDsel,  rep- 
resented the  United  States. 
The  minntes  of  the  preceding  meeting  were  read  and  approved. 
The  president  then  annonuced  that  the  Commission  bad  made  decis- 
ions in  the  following  seven  cases,  which  he  directed  the  secretary  to 
read: 

Jean  Marie  Daroase  v.  The  United  States,  No.  13 :  This  claim  is  disal- 
lowed for  want  of  jurisdiction. 

ABINOS, 

President. 
GBOFBOY, 
CommUsaire  de  Franee. 
A.  O.  ALDIS, 
CommUnoner  on  tke  part  of  the  United  Utatet. 

Jales  Laeserre  v.  The  United  States,  Xo.  357 :  This  claim  is  disallowed 
for  want  of  jarisdiotion. 

AEINOS, 

PreaidMt. 
GEOFEOT, 
Commisaaire  de  FranM. 
A.  O.  ALDIS, 
Commtiai&ner  on  the  part  of  the  United  J^ata^ 
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Bertraod  Bar^  v.  The  United  States,  ^o.  358 :  This  claim  is  disal- 
lowed for  want  of  jarisdiction. 

ARINOa, 

President. 
GEOFKOY, 
Commissaire  de  France. 
A.  O.  ALDia, 
Comintssioner  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

Kanfmasn  KlingD.Tbe  United  States.  Xo.  364 :  Thisclaim  is  disal- 
lowed for  want  of  jarisdiotiou. 

ABmOS,    . 

President. 
GEOFEOY, 
Commissaire  de  France. 
A.  O.  ALOIS, 
CommissioTter  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

Joseph  Oaznabou  v.  The  United  States,  No.  377 :  This  claim  is  disal- 
lowed for  want  of  jarisdiction. 

ARIN03, 

Preiident. 
GEOPEOY, 
CommiMaire  de  France, 
A.  O.  ALDIS, 
Commissioner  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

Lebmann  Meyer  v.  The  United  Stat«s,  So,  379 :  This  claim  is  disal- 
lowed for  want  of  jarisdiction. 

ARINOS, 

President. 
GEOFROT, 
Commissaire  de  France. 
A.  O.  ALDIS, 
Commissioner  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

Hedard  Kuntz  v.  The  United  States,  No.  404 :  This  claim  is  disallowed 
for  want  of  jurisdiction. 

AEIN08, 

President. 
GEOFBOY, 
Commissaire  de  France. 
A.  O.  ALDIS, 
Commission^'  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

The  president  then  announced  that  the  application  for  leave  to  file 
mefflorials  was  granted  in  the  following  cases:  H.  A.Bohn  o.The  United 
States ;  S.  K.  Bouglinval  v.  The  United  States. 

la  the  case  of  the  Arizona  Mining  Company  c.  The  French  Bepublio, 
No,  13,  the  application  for  leave  to  file  a  new  memorial  as  a  substitute 
for  the  original  memorial  was  granted. 

The  president,  Baron  de  Arinos,  theti  stated  that  Judge  Aldis  and 
himself  had  agreed  upon  and  signed  a  decision  in  the  case  of  Pierre  S. 
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Wiltz,  adminiatrator  of  Leon  B.  Delriea,  v.  The  United  States,  Na  313> 
bat  that  Mr.  de  Oeofiroy,  the  commiasioDer  on  the  part  of  the  French 
Bepiiblic,  bad  given  them  notice  this  morDing  that  he  retires  from  the 
UommisBion  and  ceases  his  functions  as  commissioner.  The  trea^,  he 
continaed,  in  Article  VIII  provides  that  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mission, if  interrupted  by  the  death,  incapacity,  retiremeat,  or  cessa- 
tioD  of  the  functions  of  one  of  the  commissioners,  the  period  of  two 
years  prescribed  for  the  duration  of  the  Commissiou  shall  not  be  held 
to  include  the  time  during  which  such  interraption  may  aetaally  exist ; 
that  he  and  his  colleague,  Mr.  Aldis,  did  not  feel  at  liberi^y  to  prononuoe 
jadgment  in  this  case  in  the  absence  of  the  commissioner  on  the  partof 
France;  and  that  the  case  is  postponed  until  a  commissioner  is  appointed 
to  fill  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the  retirement  of  Mr.  de  Geofroy. 

The  coansel  for  the  Government  of  France,  Mr.  de  Ohambmn,  then 
inquired  of  the  Commission  whether  the  interruption  of  the  proceeding! 
by  the  retirement  of  Mr.  de  Geofroy  would  have  the  effect  of  stopping 
the  taking  of  testimony. 

Mr.  Davis,  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  contended  that  the  Com- 
mission, as  it  now  consists  only  of  two  members,  should  not  pass  npoa 
this  question,  but  it  and  other  similar  questions  shontd  be  left  to  the 
respective  agents  or  the  diplomatic  officers  of  the  two  Qovemmeata, 
and  that  the  Commission  is  now  interrupted  as  contemplated  in  Article 
VIII  of  the  treaty,  but  not  so  as  to  prevent  the  ronning  of  the  three 
months  additional  for  filing  memorials. 

Mr.  Aldis,  in  reply  to  the  inquiries  of  counsel,  said  that  the  retirement 
of  Mr.  de  Geofroy  Irom  the  Commission  would  interrupt  all  action  of 
the  other  two  commissioners  in  considering  and  decidipg  upon  claims; 
that  each  Government  bas  the  right  to  have  its  commissioner  present 
and  have  him  fully  heard  in  all  consultations  upon  the  allowance  or 
disallowance  of  claims,  and  that  now,  alter  the  retirement  of  the  com- 
missioner on  the  part  of  France,  the  two  remaining  commissioners  are 
not  authorized  to  "proceed  with  any  hearings  or  consultations  for  the 
final  disposition  of  claims.  But  this  interruption  of  the  proceedinga 
will  not  have  the  eSect  of  stopping  the  taking  of  evidence  for  and  against 
claims  before  commissioners  appointed  for  that  purpose ;  but  the  taking 
of  evidence  in  that  way  may  proceed  as  usual.  And  npon  mere  into- 
locutory  questions,  such  as  the  extension  of  time  to  take  testimony,  &e,, 
the  two  remaining  commissioners  may  act.  In  regard  to  the  extension 
of  time  for  presenTing  claims  under  the  provisions  of  the  second  sentence 
of  Article  VIII  of  the  convention,  the  retirement  of  the  commissioner 
will  not  have  the  effect,  in  his  judgment,  of  esteuding  the  time  beyond 
the  three  months  which  expire  on  the  22d  September  next. 

Mr.  (le  Chambrun,  counsel  for  the  Kepnblio  of  France,  argned  that 
the  retirement  of  Mr.  de  Geofroy  had  the  effect  of  stopping  the  ruuning; 
of  the  additional  period  of  three  months  allowed  for  filing  memorials; 
that  at  present  there  is  not  a  full  Commission ;  and  that  such  an  impor- 
tant matter  as  an  application  for  leave  to  file  a  memorial  could  not  be 
passed  npon  while  a  vacancy  existed  in  the  office  of  one  of  the  commis- 
sioncrs;  that,  while  the  treaty  says  that  certain  things  can  be  done  by 
a  minority  of  the  commissioners,  it  at  the  same  time  contemplates  that 
these  very  things  shoald  receive  the  consideration  of  the  three  commis- 
sioners, and  that  all  the  three  commissioners  Should  be  heard. 

The  president  then  stated  that,  conformably  to  a  request  received 
from  Mr.  de  Geoi^y,  lie  and  his  colleague,  Mr,  Aldis,  would  retii«  for 
conference  with  Mr.  de  Geofroy. 


^d  by  Google 


FEENCH   AND   AUEftlCAN  CLAIMS   COMMISSION.  265 

On  reassembling,  the  president  read  the  followiog  letter  fh)tn  Mr.  de 
Geofroy : 

COMHISBIOIT  DBS  filtCIAUATIONS  FRANCO-AUiKICAINEB, 

Watnimgton,  U  ll^nillel  1881. 
HoKSiBCB  LK  pRisiDEKT:  J'bI  llionDeor  de  vous  fftire  gavofr  qn'syAnt  regu  nii 
amgt  de  mon  Gouvemeineiit,  Je  cesse  it  la  date  de  ce  joar  mea  fonctiona  de  conuuU- 
nire  de  Ftbdcb. 

Agr^ei,  MotmienT  le  Pr^eidvut,  aveo  toaa  inee  regrets  de  me  a^porer  de  vooa  et  de 
notre  eollfe^e  d'Am^rique,  les  MSursnceB  de  ins  bknte  conaid^rattoa. 
Le  couuuiasaire  dn  GouTemement  de  U  fi^pnbliqne  f^ftD(fiiBe ; 

L.  DB  QEOFBOY. 

nd  stated  that  he  and  his  colleague  were  of  the  opinioo  that  the  re- 
tirement of  Mr.  de  Geofroy  would  not  stop  the  taking  of  evidence  or  the 
action  of  the  two  remaining  commissioners  on  all  interlocntory  qoes- 
douA.  But  it  cannot  extend  the  time  of  three  months  allowed  for  filing 
memorials  under  Article  YIII  of  the  treaty. 

The  Commission  then  a^jonmed  to  Wednesday,  October  12, 1S81,  at 
13  o'clock  m.     . 


Minutet  oftheaeiiion  held  October  12, 1881. 

Office  of  the  Oohhission,  1618  H  Street, 

Washington,  October  12, 1881. 
Pnrsaant  to  a^joummeDt,  the  Commissioo  met  at  12  o'clock  m. 
Present :  The  president.  Baron  de  Arinos,  and  Judge  Aldis,  on  the 
part  of  the  V  uited  States,  commissioners ;  the  agents  and  coansel,  and 
the  secretaries. 
The  minutes  of  the  precediug  meeting  were  read  and  approved. 
The  president,  Baron  de  Arinos,  stated  that  on  the  lOtn  day  of  Oc- 
tober he  received  the  following  letter  from  Mr.  de  Geofroy : 

Washujoton,  10  Oetobrt  1881. 
UoNsnuR  LS  pRriaiDEMT:  Lh  dispusitionBdont  j'at  enl'faotiDear  devone  fairepart 
dull  ma  lettre  dn  11  joillet  n'n; ant  pae  6t6  ratitirieB,  je  in'emprrsBe  de  voub  prrirenir 
que  Je  Biiig  prfit  X  repreudre  mou  t'ltge  it  la  ComffliBaion  d5ii  ^ua  voob  m'anrez  fait 
coDiiBltre la  date  de  Ba  r^oiiioD. 

JeinfB,  avec  nnebante  coneidiratioD,  MonBiear  le  PrMdent,  Totretrta  humble  et 
trt*  oMiasant  Berrttenr, 

L.  DK  GEOFROV. 

That  to  his  knowledge,  obtained  tVom  Mr.  Outrey,  the  French  minis- 
ter, and  Mr.  Blaine,  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  Mr.  de 
Geofroy  is  recognized  as  the  commissioner  on  the  part  of  Prance  oy  both 
Governments.  He  farther  stated  that  the  Commission  so  duly  recon- 
Btmcted  wonld  resume  its  proceedings,  interrupted  from  the  llth  of 
Joly  to  the  10th  of  October  by  the  cessation  by  Mr.  de  Geofroy  of  bis 
functions  as  commissioner  of  France,  and  that  Mr.  de  Geofroy,  who  is 
necessarily  absent  from  this  meeting  ou  account  of  the  illness  of  ons  of 
his  children,  will  probably  be  present  at  the  next  meeting. 

Mr.  Bontwell,  counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  stated  that 
there  were  certain  questions  raised  by  the  interruption  of  the  proceed- 
iag  of  the  Commission  which  be  wished  to  be  discussed  and  considered 
when  all  the  commissioners  are  present. 
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The  president  said  that  the  qnestioDS  should  be  reduced  to  writiDg 
and  then  submitted. 

Mr.  Bontwell  tuKgested  that  the  tniautes  fihonld  be  read  again  at  the 
next  meetiDR,  when  all  the  commissioners  shall  be  present 

Judge  Aldisstatedthattherewerea  number  of  petitioDsforleavetoflle 
inemorialti,  &c,,  granted  during  the  three  months  which  have  just  elapsed, 
and  that,  beaideB  the  fact  of  the  absence  of  Mr.  de  Geofroy ,  these  appli- 
cations were  considered  by  the  president  and  faitDself  separately.  Be 
thought  that  counsel  should  come  to  some  uuderstaudiug  as  to  what 
steps  should  be  tak^n  in  reference  to  reconaideriug  and  ratifying  the 
action  already  had. 

The  Commission  then  adjoamed  to  Saturday,  October  16, 18SI,  at  12 
o'clock  m. 


Mr.  Peddrick  to  Mr.  Evarta. 

Wabhingtoh,  December  1, 1880.     (Received  December  6.) 

SiK :  The  commissioners  appointed  under  the  convention  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  the  French  Republic  for  the  settlement  of 
claims  of  the  citizens  of  either  country  against  the  other,  concluded 
Jaunary  15, 1880,  have  directed  me,  on  their  behalf,  to  inform  your  ex- 
cellency that  they  met  at  the  Department  of  State  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington on  the  5th  of  Ifovember,  1880,  and  made  and  subscribed  the 
declaration  required  by  Article  IV  of  the  said  convention ;  that  they 
thereupon  adjourned  to  meet  on  the  23d  of  November,  1S80,  at  the  office 
of  the  Commission,  for  the  purpose  of  completing  their  organization, 
and  that  on  said  2^  day  of  November,  1880,  they  adopted  a  body  of 
rules  for  the  regulation  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Commission. 

The  commissioners  have  therefore  directed  me  to  further  inform  yoor 
excellency  that  they  are  now  ready  to  proceed  to  the  transaction  of  the 
business  of  the  Commission,  and  that  in  conformity  with  Article  VIII 
of  the  convention,  which  provides  that  every  claim  shall  be  presented 
within  a  period  of  six  months,  reckoned  from  the  day  of  their  first  meet- 
ing for  busineSB  after  notice  to  the  respective  Governments,  the  com- 
missioners have  appointed  Wednesday,  the  22d  day  of  December,  1880, 
as  the  day  of  their  lirst  meeting  after  the  notice  herewith  given. 

Id  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  caused  the  seal 
of  the  Commission  to  be  affixed. 

[BBAL.]  WASfl'N  F.  PEDDBICK, 

Seereiarn  on  the  part  of  the  United  State: 


Ko.  63. 

Mr.  Evarta  to  Mr'.  Peddrick. 

Dbpartment  op  State, 

Washington,  Deeembor  9, 1880. 
SiK :  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  tetter  of  the  Ist  in- 
stant, informing  me  that  the  Commission  provided  for  by  the  convention 
of  the  16tb  of  January,  1880,  between  the  United  States  of  America  and 
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France,  haa  been  dtUy  organized,  aud  is  now  ready  to  proceed  to  the 
traDsaction  of  its  business ;  and  farthermore  that  tbe  OommissloDers 
have  appointed  Wednesday,  the  22d  day  of  this  month,  as  the  day  of 
tbeir  first  meeting  for  business,  after  notice  to  their  respective  Oovem- 
ments,  in  conformity  with  Article  VIII  of  the  convention. 
I  am,  &c, 

WM.  M.  EVABTB. 


Mr.  Peddrick  to  Mr,  Blaine. 

Washington,  June  3, 1881.    (Beoeived  June  9.) 

SiB:  As  secretary  on  the  part  of  tbe  United  States  to  this  Oommis- 
aion,  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  yon  that  during  tbe  past  month  the 
clerical  work  has  so  multiplied  as  to  render  further  assistance  necessary. 

Since  the  22d  of  December  last  more  than  tour  hundred  and  fifty  cases 
hare  been  filed,  and  the  number  increases  from  day  to  day.  To  keep 
an  official  record  of  the  various  papers  in  these  cases,  to  follow  them 
through  tbe  avenues  incident  to  judicial  proceedings,  and  the  complex 
nature  of  this  tribunal,  to  supervise  the  printing  of  the  same,  to  enter 
notices  and  issue  commissions  for  the  taking  of  testimony,  to  keep  a 
joomal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Oommission,  and  to  perform  the  varions 
other  duties  belonging  to  this  office,  I  have  but  one  assistaut. 

As  the  business  of  this  Commission  is  of  a  responsible  character  and 
the  time  limited,  the  work  has  to  be  not  only  carefully  but  promptly 
done.    Moreover,  I  have  been  appointed  disbursing  ageot. 

It  is  true  that  under  the  treaty  a  secretary  for  each  Government  has 
been  appointed,  but  in  conseqoenin  of  the  great  disproportion  in  the 
nufflber  of  cases  filed  by  the  two  Governments,  respectively,  of  the  fact 
Qiat  duplicate  records  are  required  under  the  treaty  and  the  rules,  and 
that  the  very  nature  of  the  greater  part  of  the  work  precludes  its  divis- 
ion so  as  to  be  performed  in  distinct  offices,  the  bnrden  necessarily  falls 
npon  one  secretary,  and  from  the  circumstances  attending  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  Commission  (although  the  claims  of  French  citizens  are  to  the 
claims  of  American  cJDzens  in  the  proportion  of  ninety  to  one)  that 
buden  falls  upon  this  office.  I  therefore  request  the  appointment  of 
a  second  assistant,  and  in  case  you  deem  it  proper  to  make  it,  I  would 
respectfully  recommend  for  your  consideration  Mr.  Hartwdl  H.  Beath, 
of  this  city.  He  is  a  young  man  of  approved  private  character,  of  in- 
dustrious habit«,  and  a  member  of  the  bar. 
I  am,  &c., 

W.  F.  PEDDRICK, 

Seoretarjt. 


No.  55. 

Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Peddrick. 

Department  of  State, 

Wtukit^ton,  June  6,  1881. 
Bir:  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  3d  in- 
■tant,  in  which  yon  ask  that,  in  consequence  of  the  great  number  of 
oases  filed  with  the  Commission  of  which  you  are  secretary  on  the  part 
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of  the  United  States,  permiBsion  may  be  given  you  to  employ  another 
assistant.. 

In  view  of  the  reasons  stated  in  your  letter,  and  in  view  of  the  farther 
fact  commnnicated  to  you  by  the  Department  that  Judge  Aldis,  com- 
missioner on  the  part  of  the  United  St>ites,  deems  it  ^viaable  that 
additional  assistance  Bhould  be  afforded  you,  I  hereby  authorize  yon  to 
employ  a  second  asBistant  at  a  salary  of  $1,500  per  annum. 

As  {he  work  which  yon  and  your  assistants  are  called  upon  to  perform 
is  as  much  to  the  advantage  of  the  French  as  the  American  side  of  the 
Commission,  it  would  seem  but  just  that  half  the  expense  of  the  second 
assistant  whom  you  are  authorized  to  employ  should  be  borne  by  the 
French  GoTemment.  You  will  therefore  please  make  application  to 
Monsienr  de  Oeofroy,  commissioner  on  the  part  of  France,  to  this  effect, 
and  should  yon  find  it  necessary,  yon  are  at  liberty  to  show  him  this 
letter.  I  would  be  gratifled  to  have  yon  inform  me  of  the  nataie  of  Ur. 
de  Geofroy's  reply. 

la  yoor  letter  you  stat^  that  if  no  objection  be  made  yon  will  deaig- 
nate  as  second  assistant  Mr.  Hartwell  P.  Heath,  and  I  am  further  ad- 
vised that  Mr.  Heath  has  assisted  you  voluntarily  since  the  first  of  the 
present  month.  From  all  that  I  know  of  Mr.  Beath,  it  would  seem  that 
he  would  prove  a  competent  assistant,  though,  of  course,  I  cannot  in- 
investigste  the  claims  and  capacity  of  gentlemen  for  that  position. 
The  only  care  that  I  feel  in  the  matter  is  that  the  work  of  the  Commis- 
sion sfaidl  be  done  with  as  much  promptness,  accuracy,  and  efficiency  aa 
{KiHsible.  If  yon  are  therefore  satisfied  that  Mr.  Heath  will  prove  com- 
fteteut  and  efficient,  I  hereby  authorize  you  to  appoint  him  to  the  posl- 
tioD,  the  salary  to  date  ikim  the  1st  day  of  June,  ISSl,  at  the  rate  of 
91,500  per  aoDum. 
I  am,  &c., 

JAMES  O.  BLADm. 


Mr.  Brown  to  Mr.  JPeddriek, 

Dbpaetmbkt  op  Statb, 

Wtuhington,  JvJy  18, 188L 
Sib  :  Acknowledging  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  tiie  6tfa  instant,  I 
have  to  inform  yon,  in  reply,  that,  in  accordance  with  your  request,  tiie 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  been  informed  that  Mr.  E.  0.  BartelPs 
term  of  ofBce  began  January  27, 1881,  instead  of  February  1,  1881. 
I  am,  &c., 

9EVBLLON  A.  BRjW^, 
Acting  Autatant  S 


No.  57. 

Mr.  Peddrick  to  Mr.  Frelinghvysen, 

Washington,  May  15, 1882.    (Received  May  16.) 
Sib:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  for  yonr  approval  an  es- 
timate of  the  expenses  of  this  Commission  for  the  month  of  May,  18BS. 
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I  respectfnil;  request  that  yon  will  cause  a  requisltioD  to  be  issned 
in  my.fovor  apon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  amount  spec- 
ified. 

Yours,  respectfliUy,  &o., 

WM.  F.  PEDDRICK, 
Secretary  and  Ditburaing  Agent, 
Contingent  expeases,  t3,000. 

I  certify  that  the  above  estimate  is  correct. 

W.  F.  PEDDRIOK, 
SeoretatTf  and  IHsbursing  Agent. 


Mr.  Davit  to  Mr.  PeddriiOc. 

Dbpabthekt  op  State, 
Washington,  March  6, 1883. 
Snt:  At  the  request  of  the  Hon.  A.  0.  Aldis,  commissioner  oo  the 
part  of  the  United  States,  and  on  the  represeutatioos  made  by  him  as 
to  die  necessity  of  snch  employment,  yon  are  authorized  to  employ  and 
pay  Ml  additional  clerk,  to  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  (1,200  per  annum,  to 
aid  the  commissioner  in  his  labors. 
i  am,  &e., 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
Aa*iatant  SeoreUtry, 


\o.  69. 

Mr.  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr,  Randall. 

Dbpabiiibnt  of  State, 
WashtTtgton,  February  27,  1884. 

Sib  :  I  bare  the  honor  to  transmit,  herewith,  for  the  information  and 
consideration  of  your  committee,  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  this  Department 
from  Hr.  Botitwell,  agent  and  counsel  of  the  United  States  before  the 
French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  &om  which  it  appears  that 
altjiongh  the  work  of  the  Commission  will  probably  be  completed  by  the 
flnt  of  April  next  in  accordance  with  Article  I  of  t^e  supplementary 
conventioQ  between  this  country  and  France,  concluded  on  the  8th  of 
February,  1883,  it  will  not  be  possible  within  that  time  to  make  up  the 
final  record  of  tjie  proceedings  of  the  Commission  and  tQ  prepare  a  final 
report  giving  a  history  in  brief  of  its  action  in  a  number  of  cases  involT- 
ing  the  interpretation  of  treaties  and  the  application  of  public  law  to  tiie 
fiwts  developed  by  the  testimony. 

This  Department  considers  it  very  important  that  the  work  referred 
to  should  be  done,  and  I,  therefore,  earnestly  recommend  the  legislation 
which  is  necessary  to  enable  the  Treasury  Department  to  pay  out  of  the 
nnexpended  balance  of  theappropriation  for  the  support  of  the  Commis- 
sioQ  the  proper  expenses  incident  to  the  closing  up  of  its  work  in  the 
manner  proposed  by  Mr.  Boutwell.  It  is  thought  that  the  inclosed 
form  of  ajoint  resolution  embodies  all  the  legislation  necessary  in  the 
promises. 

I  have,  &c., 

FEBiyK  T.  FBELINOHttiS^lc 
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Mr.  Boutaell  to  Mr.  Evarta. 

Fbenoh  and  Amebican  Claims  CoHMisaioit, 

1518  H  Street,  Watkington,  January  25, 1S81. 
Sib  :  Inclosed  yon  will  find  copies  of  two  orders  adopted  b;  the  Com- 
mission upon  my  motion  in  regard  to  the  printing  of  documents,  plead- 
ings, &c.,  for  the  nse  of  the  Commission,  and  also  a  copy  of  the  letter 
written  by  the  secretaries  to  several  printers  of  this  city.  My  object 
was  first  to  secure  tbe  work  at  reaoonable  rates,  and  then  to  gnard 
against  any  charge  of  favoritism.  The  expense  of  minting  will  be  con- 
siderable, and  if  tbe  plan  indicated  is,  in  your  opinion,  open  to  objec- 
tion, will  yon  so  advise  me  T  The  Commission  will  meet  to  act  apos 
the  propositions  received  Monday  next. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 


Frknob  akd  Amikic&n  Ci.aimb  Commibsiok, 

WMkimgt«n,  Jannary  2S,  1881. 
Six  :  W«  are  directed  by  this  CommlasioD  to  request  thmt  yon  wilt  (iiniuh  ob  ■■ 
•oon  aa  powrible  the  rate  at  wbiob  yon  will  print  forty  copie*  of  matter  eiiretlj  like 
tbe  aftinple  herewitb  inoloaed  in  form,  size,  and  quality  of  paper,  tbli  umple  being 
the  8tyl«  in  which  the  mles  of  the  Conuniaaion  are  puhlishea. 

The  petitioDB  or  memorialn,  the  pleadiDgs,  the  testimony,  the  arEnmenta  of  eonnMl, 
the  opiniona  of  the  com miwi oners,  and  other  doonmenta  connoctra  with  the  botinMi 
before  the  Commiaaion,  in  anch  quaotit;  and  at  anoh  timeaaa  the  bnaineaamajraqnir^ 
the  work  to  be  promptly  and  a««nrately  done.  Alao  at  what  rate  yon  will  ftuniah 
fifty,  and  at  what  rate  one  hundred,  additional  oopiea. 
Very  reapectfolly. 


Jan  DART  28,  18^. 
Otdei«d: 

(1)  That  tbe  aeveral  mempriala  presented  to  tbe  Commiaaiou  and  tbe  ohJeotion% 
pleaa,  demarrert,  ftnawera,  and  amendmentain  theaeveral  caaeabe  printed  for  the  nae 
of  the  Gommiaaiun  and  at  the  eipenae  of  the  Commiaaion. 

(2)  That  one  copy  ahall  he  fnmiahed  to  each  member  of  the  Commfaalon,  flTeeepiea 
to  the  agent  of  each  OoTemment,  two  oopiea  to  tbeconnael  foreaoh  Oovamment,  and 
twenty  oopiea  to  be  preeerved  by  the  aeoretariea  anbject  to  the  ord'en  of  the  Com- 
miaaion. 


January  SI,  1881. 

Ordered : 

(1)  That  tbe  eeoretarles  of  the  Commiaaion  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  directed  to  pro- 

cure  from  tbe  varione  principal  Job printera  in  thlacitTpropoealain  writingforpnnl- 

ine  the  papers  and  documenta  of  thia  Commiaaion  as  the  printing  of  the  aama  mayba 

oraered  by  the  Commiaaion,  it  being  underatood  that  this  pronoaal  relates  to  and  in- 


tddilioual  one  hoodred  oothm. 
a  abatraot  of  tlie  pn>pMM  n- 

ii.ed  by  Google 
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Mr.  Bouticell  to  Mr.  EvarU. 

Fbgnch  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

1518  H  Stbbet, 
Washington,  January  25,  18S1. 
Sib  :  Agreeably  to  your  verbal  reqnest,  I  have  eatimated  the  expendi- 
tarea  of  this  Commi^ion  for  the  next  fiscal  year,  not  ioclading  awards 
that  may  be  made,  at  f  160,000.    I  ougbt  to  add  that  tbe  means  of  forni- 
ing  an  opinion  are  quite  inadequate,  as  the  amount  of  busiaess  to  be 
presented  to  the  Commission  is  not  yet  known. 
I  have,  &e., 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWELL, 

Vountel/or  tke  United  Statet. 


No.  62. 

Mr.  Hvartg  to  Mr.  BoutwOl. 

Dbpabtment  op  State, 

Wellington,  January  29,  1881. 
SlB:  In  reply  to  yonr  letter  of  the26th  instant,  touching  the  qneation 
of  the  printing  of  docnments,  pleadings,  &c.,  for  the  use  of  the  Commis- 
bIou,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  there  is  no  legal  objection  whatever  to 
the  OommiBsion  having  its  printing  done  at  a  private  printing  office. 
The  whole  qneetion,  so  far  as  the  share  of  the  United  States  in  the  ex- 
penwa  of  the  Commission  is  concerned,  rests  with  the  Secretary  of  State 
under  the  second  claase  of  section  3  of  the  act  of  the  16th  of  Jane,  1880. 
(Laws  of  second  session  Forty-sixth  Congress,  p.  296.) 
I  am,  &C., 

WM.  M.  BVABTS. 


Mr.  B&uticell  to  Mr.  Evarti. 

Febhch  and  Amebican  Claimb  Commihsiom, 
1518  H  Stbbbt, 
Washington  February  15, 1881. 
Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  a  vot«  passed  by 
the  honorable  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  having  refer- 
ence to  the  records  in  the  several  Departments  of  the  Government,  and 
in  accordance  therewith  I  have  to  request  that  George  B.  Wright,  esq., 
of  the  firm  of  Talmadge  &  Co.,  attorney  at  law,  Kew  Orleans,  La.,  may 
be  permitted  to  examine  the  papers  in  tbe  following  cases,  namely : 
Sechepiere  Harmorest,  Xavler  Ponrriere,  MaxemilliaD  Bourgoise,  widow 
Lorenz  Beigham,  Mro.  A.  J.  Delazas. 
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And  also  tbat  Mr.  Wright  may  be  ftamished  with  certified  copies  of 
the  original  papers  should  he  make  request  for  them,  in  conformity  to 
the  terms  of  the  rote  passed  by  the  Gommissiun. 
I  am,  &C., 

GEO.  S.  BOtTTWBLL, 

Counael/or  th»  (Tnited  8Met. 


No.  64. 

Mr.  Btnttwetl  to  Mr.  EtarU. 

FbbNOH  Aim  AUEBIOIK  CLAIHS  COMHIBSIOir, 

1518  H  Stebet, 
'Waakingtony  Ftkryuxry  24, 1881. 
Sib  :  I  hare  the  honor  herewith  to  snbmit  a  statement  of  the  expen- 
ditores  arising  in  the  ezecation  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France,  bearing  date  January  IS,  1880,  and  chargeable  to  the  ap- 
propriation made  by  the  act  of  Jone  16, 188U,  as  follows ; 

1.  Bout  ofoffloe  for  the  CommiMioQ |2,400  DO 

5.  S>lBT7  0f  the  oomiDisioDMra 13,00010 

3.  Balary  of  the  oonatel  and  Agent  Tor  the  United  Stfttea 5,000  00 

4.  Salar?  of  the  OMistant  ooQDael  for  the  United  Statea 3,500  00 

6.  Salary  of  the  aeoretar;  of  the  United  StaMi . .-. 

6.  Salaryof  theatenographBTt  to  thecoQQte)  for  the  United  States 1,800  00 

7.  Salar;  of  the  clerk  to  the  secretary  for  the  Unit«d  State* I.SOO  OD 

6.  General  diBbnraeraenta  for  the  qnar'eri  endint;  December  31, 1880  (in- 
cluding pa;  of  two  roeasengerB,  furQitara  for  offloes,  pnnting,  station- 
ery, fael,  dto.) 1,59S  OS 

Total 30,795  <a 

There  are  now  in,  the  employment  of  the  Commission,  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States,  a  special  agent  and  an  attorney,  the  latter  receirJDg 
(100  a  week  and  the  former  $6  per  day  and  their  necessary  traveling 


The  attorney  is  en^ged  in  taking  testimony  in  Louisiana,  and  the 
special  agent  is  occupied  iu  investigating  the  character  of  the  clum- 
anta  and  the  nature  of  the  claims. 

By  order  of  the  OommisBion,  pro)K>Bals  were  sent  to  the  prindpsl 
printing  establishments  in  this  city  for  terms,  &&,  and  the  contract  for 
printing  was  awarded  to  the  Messrs.  Gibson  Brothers,  at  the  rate  of 
90  cents  per  printed  page  for  flfty  copies  of  memorials,  pleadings,  tes- 
timony, &c. 

Memorials  have  been  filed  in  one  hundred  and  sixty  oases,  covering 
claims  aggregating  about  three  million  dollars. 

It  is  impossible  to  estimate  the  expeuses  of  the  Commission,  as  tin 
cost  of  printing,  the  expense  of  attorueys  who  may  be  employed  to  take 
depositions  in  different  parts  of  the  United  States,  and  very  likely  in 
other  countries,  cannot  now  be  foreseen. 

By  the  tenth  article  of  the  treaty  the  Govemmeut  of  France  will  be 
called  upon  to  reimburse  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  the 
extent  of  one-half  tbe  expenses  of  the  Uommission  that  are  common  to 
both  Governments,  such  as  rent,  office  expenses,  &c.,  and  by  the  same 
article  the  whole  expenses  of  the  Commission,  inoluding  oontingent 
expenses,  will  be  defrayed  by  a  ratable  reduction  on  the  amonnt  of  the 
sams  awarded  by  the  Commissioners,  to  the  extent  of  5  per  cant,  on 
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tbe  sums  so  awarded.    ShonM  there  be  any  excess  iu  expenses  over  the 
S  per  cent,  it  will  be  delayed  jointly  by  the  two  Governments. 

In  the  estimate  of  expenses  herewith  submitted  the  item  of  112,000, 
niary  of  oommissiouers,  is  ooly  half  the  total  amount  paid,  and  is  to 
be  home  exclnaively  by  the  Oovernmeut  of  tbe  United  Btates. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  those  who  have  the  best  means  of  information 
that  not  less  than  six  hundred  claims  will  be  Aled,  and  in  most  of  these 
teatimony  will  be  taken.  This  testimony  will  all  be  printed,  together 
with  the  memorials,  pleadings,  and  briefs,  as  prepared  by  the  coosnl 
for  the  respective  Governments. 
Very  respectfully, 

GKO.  S.  BOUT  WELL, 

Counwl/or  the  United  State: 


Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  BvarU. 

Frenob  and  Ahkbicah  Claims  Couhission, 

Ifiia  H  Steebt, 
WaehingUyn,  Febrvary  26,  1881. 
SiB:  1  have  to-day  had  an  ioteiview  with  four  members  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  and  they  assure  me  that  there  will  be  do 
objection  on  tbe  part  of  the  committee  to  an  appropriation  of  tlSO,000 
fortbe  support  of  tbe  French  and  American  Claims  Commission  for  the 
fiscal  year  commencing  July  1,  1881,  but  they  suggest  that,  inasmuch 
as  tbe  sundry  civil  bill  is  now  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  Uouse,  the 
amendment  for  that  purpose  be  made  in  the  Senate. 

I  called  also  upon  Senator  Davis,  of  West  Virginia,  chairman  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations,  and  Senator  Windom  of  the  same 
committee,  and  left  with  tbe  latt«r  a  copy  of  tiie  letter  of  the  24th  instant 
which  I  had  the  honor  to  address  to  you.  Mr.  Windom  said  that  if  the 
Seeretary  of  State  would,  write  a  letter  to  tlie  chairman  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  asking  for  an  ai)propriation  of  SlfiO,000, 
the  amendment  would  be  inserted  in  the  bill  when  it  was  under  consid- 
eration by  the  committee. 

Yours,  very  respectfully, 

GEO.  3.  BODTWKLL, 

Counsel/or  Me  United  Statet. 


Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

Pbbnch  ajxd  Ahebioan  Claims  Commission, 

1518  H  Stbbet, 
Washington,  March  8, 1881. 
SiB:  Agreeably  to  tbe  vote  of  this  Commission  and  in  conformity 
to  the  letter  of  the  S^sretary  of  State  bearing  date  the  19th  of  Febru- 
ary, I  have  the  honor  to  request  that  you  will  ask  the  Secretary  of  War 
t«  allow  A.  St.  C.  Denver,  esq.,  to  examine  the  records  of  tbe  War  De- 
H.  Ex.  236 18 
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uartment  in  refcreuce  to  tfae  actioD  takeii'by  the  tuilitary  aathoritirs  at 
New  Orleftna  in  ref^rd  to  certain  proi>ert.T  kbowu  hs  tlie  IjecoiD|)t« 
Btables,  &G.,  No8. 112  and  IHNortbBampart  street,  New  Urleni)8,eHi(t 
to  faave  been  occditied  by  the  United  States  military  antboritteji  from 
November  1,  1862,  to  Aa^uat  1, 1863. 

This  application  is  baoed  upon  a  memorial  sifined  by  Lotiif«  Sadoor, 
now  pendiDi;  before  the  French  and  Atuericati  Claims  Oommismou. 
I  have,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 

■Counaa  for  the  United  Staia. 


No.  67. 

Mr.  BoutioeU  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

WaiJiington,  March  10,  1881.  (Received  March  14.) 
Sir:  At  the  request  of  John  MuUan,  esq.,  of  this  city,  I  bnve  the 
honor  to  ask  in  bis  behalf  that  he  may  be  permitted  to  examiire  certain 
papers  which  he  thinks  important  in  the  prosecution  of  a  cause  befnre 
the  French  iiiid  American  Claima  Commission,  agaiuat  the  French  0o7- 
emment,  in  the  behalf  of  one  Jacob  Millz,  and  to  obtain  certiSed  cop- 
ies of  any  of  said  papers.  The  papers  to  which  reference  is  made  are  as 
follows : 

1.  History  of  the  case  and  data  as  to  the  destmction  of  certain  prop- 
erty in  Paris,  in  March,  1571,  owned  by  Jacob  Miltz. 

2.  CertiQcate  of  citizenship  and  passport  uf  said  Miltz. 

3.  Correspondence  of  Milts,  Pincbard,  et  al.  in  reganl  thereto,  and 
reply  of  Assistant  Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  Hay,  July  20, 1880,  to  I>r. 
Pinchard. 

4.  Letters  of  administration  on  said  Miltz's  estate. 

5.  Inventory  of  goods  destroyed  deposited  by  Dr.  Pinchard  Jaty  18, 
1880. 

6.  Correspondence  with  the  French  Government  in  regard  thereto. 
(Exact  date  not  given.) 

7.  Other  papers  relating  thereto  of  material  value  to  the  Commission, 
&c.,  which  were  filed  on  May  1, 1876,  and  on  dates  subseqaently  np  to 
July  18, 1880. 

I  have,  &0., 

GEO.  S.  BOXrrWELL, 
Agent  and  Countelfor  the  United  Stata. 


Mr.  Boutweli  to  Mr,  BUune. 

French  and  American  Claims  Cohmissioh, 

IfilS  H  Stbbrt, 
WaahingtOH,  March  10, 18SI. 
Sir:  I  have  information  that  there  are  papers  in  the  War  Depart- 
ment which  relate  to  the  rights  of  clniaianla  before  the  French  mid 
American  Claims  Commission  under  the  treaty  of  January  15, 18S0, 
which  the  agent  and  counsel  for  the  United  States  Government  and 
tiie  claimants  may  have  occasion  toezamioe.    I  have,  therofore,  tbehoDor 
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to  request  tfaat  bucIi  nieasures  aa  are  proper  may  be  tuken  to  obtaiit  from 
tlie  War  Deitartment  tite  custody  of  Buvli  papers  by  the  State  Depart- 
ment, or  an  opportunity  for  the  ezamiaatiou  of  tbem  by  parties  iuter- 
eated. 

I  bave,  &&, 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 

Covnuel/or  the  United  States. 


Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Boutweil. 

Dbpabtmhnt  ok  State, 
Washington,  Mardh  19, 1881. 
SiB:  I  bave  to  ackuowledge  the  receipt  of  yonr  ietter  of  the  10th 
instant,  re<iupstinf:^  that  such  measures  as  arc  proper  may  be  taken  to 
obtain  from  the  War  Department  the  custody,  by  the  State  Department, 
.orjiapers  rulating  to  claims  under  the  French  and  American  Claims  (3oD- 
reiition,  of  Jaunary  Id,  1880,  or  an  opjHtrtunity  for  the  examiuatioa  of 
theiD  b,v  parties  iuterested.' 

In  n'jily,  I  bave  to  inform  you  that  yonr  request  having  been  duly 
communicated  to  the  War  Departftient,  I  am  now  in  the  receipt  of  a 
Inter,  dated  the  10th  instant,  from  tlie  Secretary  of  War,  in  which  he  ' 
■ays  that  it  will  not  be  practicable  to  comply  with  your  request,  owing 
to  the  fact  that  there  is  no  reconl  or  docket  of  claims  in  which  French 
citizens  are  separately  recorded  as  the  parties  in  interest;  that  claims 
growing  out  of  the  war  of  the  rebellion  have  been  tiled  during  the  last 
flfteeu  or  twenty  years,  and  that  in  order  to  comply  with  yonr  request 
it  vnuld  be  necessary  to  search  over  the  files  of  those  years  tt>  (letenaine 
whether  the  claimant  is  a  French  citizen  or  not. 

The  Secretary  ©f  War  therefore  suggests  that  the  only  practicable 
course  seems  to  be  that  which  was  pursued  by  the  British  and  Ameri- 
can and  the  United  States  and  Mexican  Claims  Commissioners,  to 
vit,  that  the  Department  of  State,  at  your  instance,  call  upon  the  War 
Department  for  information  or  papers  in  specific  cases,  as  they  may  be 
presented  before  the  Commission,  giving  the  names  of  the  claimants 
m  each  case. 

I  will,  therefore,  thank  you,  in  all  cases  hereafter  in  which  iaforma- 
tioa  is  (lesired  from  the  War  De[>artment,  to  furnish  the  name  uf  the 
damaut,  and  such  other  data  as  may  be  attainable,  wheu  application 
will  be  promptly  made  by  this  Department  to  the  Secretary  of  War 
furcertided  copies  of  papers  which  may  be  on  file  in  that  Uepartmeut 
relatiug  to  the  specific  cases  aa  they  may  be  presented. 
.   lam,  &c., 

JAMES  G.  BLAINE. 


No.  70. 

Mr.  Bouttfell  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

Washington,  April  13, 1881.    (Received  April  14.) 
SiB:  I  have  the  honor  to  call  your  attention  to  the  inclosed  transla- 
tion of  a  communication  made  to  me  under  date  of  the  33d  of  March, 
ItWI,  by  Mr.  Paul  D^jardiu,  the  agent  of  the  French  Government  in 
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matters  pending  before  the  French  and  American  Olaims  Gommiasion. 
The  occauiou  uf  the  commanicfttiou  was  the  presentation  bf  iDe,M 
af^ent  »ud  counsel  for  the  United  States  before  the  Comuiseion  of  the 
memorial  of  David  Pia^rtjo  for  the  loss  of  property  at  or  near  the  cit; 
of  Matamoros,  Mexico,  by  the  atts  of  the  armies  of  France  during  ttie 
occn]>atiou  of  Mexico  by  Maximilian. 

By  the  first  article  of  the  cotivention  between  the  United  States  of 
Amei-ica  and  the  Freocb  Republic,  concluded  January'  15,1880,  it  is 
stipulated  that  the  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  Staten,  of  the  char- 
atiter  specified  in  the  article,  who  have  suffered  from  acts  committed 
against  tlieir  persons  or  property  "upon  the  highsea^  or  wiEliiu  the  ter- 
ritory of  Prance,  its  colonies  and  dependeucies,  during  the  late  war 
between  France  and  Mexico,"  shall  be  referred  to  this  Commission. 

1  have  felt  that  it  was  inoonsistent  with  the  proper  discharge  of  mj 
duty  as  agent  and  counsel  for  the  United  States  to  decide  that  the 
parts  of  Mexico  occupied  by  the  armies  of  France  during  the  late  wu 
between  France  and  Mexico,  were  not  dei>endeucies  of  France,  and,  act 
ing  upon  that  opinion,  I  presented  tlie  claim  of  Piaggo  to  the  Oommis- 
siou. 

The  communication  of  the  ageut  of  the  French  CkivertimeDt  referred' 
to  asBumes  that  by  diplomatic  arraagement  or  uaderataDding,  or  by 
the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  treaty,  such  claims  are  laadmissible. 

I  now  have  the  honor  to  solicit  your  iustmctions  as  to  the  course  I 
am  to  pursue  in  the  premises. 
Witli  great  respect,  &c,. 

OEOKQE.  8.  BOUTWBLL, 
Oounael,  d:o.,/or  the  United  StetM. 


Mr.  D^ardit,  U>  Mr.  HoatwetL 

Wi>aatsaxos,  Man*  83.  1H84. 
Te  (kg  Agent,  4'"-  '■ 

Thi!  claim  of  D»vid  Pioggo,  Ifu.  'i,  vtgaAixit  the  Freuch  Sniiublio,  is  bawd  upon  fMti 
which  oocuired  at  MatainoTOH.  Mataiuoros  nuvor  baving  been  oompriKd  with 
French  territnryi  iU  col'^iiios  and  depenilenoieB,  I  boIicTc  that  yi>a  will  admit  with 
mo  that  tliU  claim  \ts  contrary  to  thu  tetter  and  a|iirit  of  the  treaty,  and  ahaald  dbtbt 
have  beiiB  [irpsented  to  the  nnmuiiMioo. 

In  oniifflniiity  witli  the  t«xt  uf  the  convention,  aud  by  vlrtne  of  the  iuatmotiani 
which  bavn  been  given  to  liim,  the  French  a^jcnt  has  always  taken  scrapiiloaa  earelo 
eSrliidi-  clatniB  founded  either  upon  loss  or  emancipation  of  slaTOS,  or  iI[h>d  acta  of  war 
nhicb  ivi're  to  be  imputed  to  the  Donfederatea. 

Convinced  that  yon  are  animated  liy  the  aauie  spirit,  I  aak  yon,  Hr.  A^oot,  to 
with.lraw  tie  claim  of  Peter  Piaj-B". 
Accent,  &.0,, 

PAITL  DfiJAKDIK- 


No.  71. 

Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  BouttctU. 

DBPAETKBNT   op  iJTATB, 
Waahingttm,  April  20, 1881. 
aiB :  I  hare  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  13th 
instant,  inclosing  a  copy  of  a  communication  of  the  22d  ultimo,  addressed 
to  yoo  by  Mr.  Paul  D^jardio,  relative  to  a  claim  of  David  Pia^o,  No. 
S,  against  the  French  Bepublio. 
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Hr.  D^jardin  stAtes  that  the  vlaim  iu  qaeation  is  Itasetl  upon  £act8 
wbich  oceurred  at  Matamoros,  while,  in  faut,  that  uity  has  oever  been 
oompriHed  within  French  territory  or  its  eotoaial  dependenuies,  and  be 
adds  the  snggeation  that  be  does  not  conceive  a  claim  of  that  charac- 
ter to  be  withiu  tbe  letter  or  spirit  of  the  cotiTeution  of  JaDnar;, 
1880,  between  the  two  Govemmeiita. 

The  view  thas  entertained  by  the  QoTemiuent  of  France  is  iu  aeeord 
wiUi  that  held  by  this  Government  as  to  the  true  interpretation  of  the 
first  article  of  the  convention  referred  to. 

The  injuries  npon  which  the  claim  is  fonnded  did  not  occur  on  the 
high  seas  nor  in  France ;  and  the  only  remaining  question  being  whether 
Hexioo  was  a  colony  or  a  dependency  of  France,  I  find  no  difHculty  in 
determining  that  it  never  was. 
I  am,  &c, 

JAMES  G.  BLAINE. 


No.  72. 

Mr.  BoutweU  to  Mr.  Bbune. 

Wabhinqton,  Mag  2,  1881.  (Received  May  3.) 
SiB:  In  the  defense  of  tbe  cases  pending  against  tbe  United  States 
before  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  it  will  be  eonvt^n- 
ient  occasionally  to  employ  district  attorneys  of  the  United  States  to 
take  testimony,  and  as  tbe  First  Comptroller  of  tbe  Treasury  informs 
me  that  payment  will  be  allowed  for  such  eerviees  rendered  by  them  only 
upon  the  approval  in  writing  of  the  Seeretwry  of  State,  I  have  the  honor 
to  request  yonr  antboiity  for  the  employment  of  United  States  diatriot 
attorneys  as  occasion  muy  require,  at  a  compensation  of  |20  per  day 
and  traveling  expenses  for  the  time  actaally  employed. 
I  have,  &a, 

GEOBUE  S.  BODTWELL, 
Agent  and  Cavnael/or  the  United  Statea. 


Mr.  BoutweU  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

WA9HINQTON,  Jtfay  6,  1881. 

Sib  :  Yon  are  aware  that  most  of  the  claims  against  tbe  United  States 
before  this  Commission  arise  from  losses  inflicted  in  Louisiana,  where 
tbe  claims  mant  be  investigated,  and  tbe  witnesses  found  and  examined. 

Some  time  since,  by  the  authority  of  tbe  Secretary  of  State,  I  sentto 
New  Orleans  Mr.  W.  O.  D^n^gre,  who  was  iustructed  to  act  there  and 
throughout  Louisiana,  under  my  directions,  in  the  investigation  and 
defense  of  these  claims.  He  was  retained  for  sixty  days  at  a  fee  of 
|!0U  per  week  and  traveling  expenses.  The  sixty  days  are  about  to 
expire,  and  Mr.  D^n^gre  requests  that  he  be  hereafter  paid  (200  per 
week  and  traveling  expenses.  While  this  latter  fee  is  not  larger  than 
is  usually  paid  by  clients  to  lawyers  of  similar  standing  for  like  services, 
still  it  is  large  in  proportion  to  the  fees  usually  paid  by  the  Govern- 
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ment,  and  althongb  I  deem  it  for  the  advsntap;e  of  tbe  Qovenimeotto 
retaiu  Mr.  D^ii^gre  in  ita  service,  I  request  your  iiiBtructiona  before  act- 
ine  in  tbe  matter. 

It  is  neceRSary  tbat  the  United  Statea  ahoubl  be  repreaented  in  Lon- 
iaiana  in  these  cases  by  a  lawyer  of  energy,  familiar  with  tbe  people 
and  caatoms,  and  hpeakin^  diieiitly  both  the  French  and  English  Ian- 
gnnges.    Be  should  also  give  his  entire  time  to  the  Ocvernment. 

Mr.  D^n^gre  fultills  all  these  demands,  and  his  services  so  far  have 
been  sai  Isfaetory. 

M  r.  Davis,  as-iistant  connsel  on  the  part  of  the  ITnited  States,  has  just 
returned  from  New  Orleans,  where  be  bus  been  examining  the  uiiinner 
in  which  tbeBe  claims  should  be  defended,  and  be  reports  that  it  will  be 
difficult  to  find  a  biwyer  fitted  for  tleduty  who  can  give  up  his  practice 
and  devote  bia  undivided  attention  to  these  cases.  Lawyers  couipeteot 
for  this  service  are  iu  active  practice,  and  would  give  the  Governnieal 
only  aiich  timeas  they  could  spare  from  their  other  pursuits,  while  Mr. 
D^n&gre  has  retired  from  practice  and  gives  bis  entire  service  to  the 
business. 

fie  is  required  not  only  to  examine  witnesses,  but  also  to  investigate 
the  claims,  and  to  search  for  and  prepare  evidence  in  deleose,  duties 
which  require  energy  and  activity  and  wbicb  can  only  be  intrusted  to  a 
man  of  perfect  integrity. 

Mr.  D^nfegn^'s  practice  of  thirty  yearsat  the  bar  of  Lonieiana  (where 
for  some  time  he  was  the  partner  of  the  Honorable  William  H.  Hant), 
his  long  residence  in  New  Urleana,  his  extensive  acquaiutance  there 
and  familiarity  with  the  claas  of  people  who  appear  here  an  claimants, 
render  bia  services  peculiarly  valual>le. 

It  is  necessary  also  tbat  the  investigations  should  go  forward  without 
delay,  requiring  contiouona  residence  during  the  summer  months  in  the 
State  of  Louisiana. 

If  the  suggestion  here  made  for  the  retention  of  M.  D^nfegre  shonld 
be  accepted  by  you,  I  should  reserve  tbe  right,  in  any  arrangement  I 
might  make  with  him,  to  reduce  his  pay  or  to  substitute  another  per- 
son whenever  the  return  of  cooler  weather  or  the  prosecution  of  the 
business  should  justify  it. 
I  bave,  &IX, 

GEORGE  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel/or  the  United  Staiet. 


Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Boutwell. 

Dbpaktment  of  State, 
ir(i«Atnj;ton,  Mag  17, 1831. 
Sir:  I  inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  was  addre<!3ed  hy 
Stephen  S.  Pbillpott,  of  New  Orleans,  to  the  Treasury  Department,  and 
which  haa  been  hy  that  Department  referred  to  me.  Mr.  Pliillpott 
states  that  nine-tenths  of  the  claimants  who  went  before  a  certain  no- 
tary public  in  New  Orleans  to  verily  their  claim  for  presentatiou  to  the 
French  and  American  Claims  GommisHion,  were  advised  by  that  officer 
to  increaae  their  claims  so  as  to  make  them  five  or  ten  times  greater 
than  -their  real  leases,  and  that  these  fraudulent  olainu  amoaut  to  about 
the  sum  of  t4OO,0OU. 

,i..d  by  Google 
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In  view  of  the  serioos  oharj^e  mftdeby  Mr.  Phillpott,  I  willtbankyoa 
to  give  Ilia  vommuiiieation  suoli  atteiitioo  as  may  be  necassary  to  asodT- 
tuin  wlietlier  or  uot  the  allttg^tious  be  makes  are  well  foiiDcled. 
I  aui,  &c., 

JAMES  G.  BLAINB. 


No.  75. 
3/r.  Bauttcell  to  Mr.  Bltiine. 
Wabhinqton,  Mas  18,  1881.     (Received  May  19.) 

Sift:  Amon)!  the  memorials  filed  by  the  counsel  for  the  Republic  of 
Fraoce  making  cluims  upOD  the  United  Stat«8  under  the  treaty  of  Jaa- 
n^iry  15, 1880,  si  ad  now  j)eni.ling  befuie  the  Commission  coDStitnteduader 
tliat  treaty,  there  nre  several  in  which,  after  an  averment  by  the  claim- 
ant that  he  was  a  French  citizen  at  the  time  when  the  Io3h  occurred  nut 
of  irLich  the  claim  arose,  is  a  statement  that  since  the  2i)th  day  of  Aa- 
gust,  ISOli,  and  previous  to  the  15th  day  of  January,  1880,  the  claimant 
has  been  naturalized  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  is  now  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States.  In  all  these  cases  I  hare  interposed  de- 
murrers on  behidf  of  the  United  States  u[>on  the  ground  that  the  mat- 
ters stated  in  such  memorials  are  nut  sufficient  under  the  treaty  nor  in 
law  for  the  claimant  to  have  or  maintain  his  claim  against  the  tJnited 
Stales. 

The  first  of  these  cases  is  that  of  Joseph  Napoleon  Perch4,  No.  3  on 
the  docket  of  the  Commission,  and  I  havtt  the  honor  to  transmit  here- 
vitb  the  memoiial  of  said  claimant,  together  with  the  demurrer,  the 
opening  brief  of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  the  t)rief  of  the  coud'- 
•el  for  the  Republic  of  France  in  reply,  and  in  n-joiuder  the  final  brief 
of  the  couosel  for  the  United  States. 

The  issue  us  set  forth  in  these  several  papers  is,  Cau  a  claimant  who, 
at  the  date  of  the  treaty  estaldisbing  the  Commission,  was  a  citizen  of 
tlie  United  StateM,andwho  was  such  lor  some  time  prior  to  that  date,  and 
has  remained  such  ever  since,  recover  compensation  for  a  loss  alleged 
to  have  been  cause<l  by  the  authortlies  of  the  United  States  when  such 
eltiimant  was  a  citizen  of  Francet 

The  briefs  referred  to  have  not  yet  been  HIcmI  in  the  case.  1  have  with- 
held them,  it  having  occurred  to  mo  since  their  preparation  thatyoa 
might  consider  it  within  the  scojie  of  diplomatic  proceedings  to  call  the 
tttention  of  the  representatives  of  the  French  Government  to  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  u|H)n  the  ground  that  the  claims  of  American  citizens 
were  bo  cb-arly  outside  the  juris<liction  of  the  Commission  that  the 
igent  an<l  counsel  of  the  French  Government  might  very  properly  be 
iniitnicted  by  that  Government  to  decline  the  presentation  of  them. 
I  have,  &K., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWBLL, 

Cownael/itr  the  United  Staiea. 


No.  7C. 

Mr.  Boutieell  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

WASHlNaxoN,  May  18,  1881.     (Received  May  19.) 

Sir:  I  have  the  bnnoi  to  inclose  a  translation  of  a  letter  from-tfae 

•geitt  of  the  French  Republic  in  reference  to  a  class  of  cases  pendinff 

before  the  Freoch  and  American  Claims  Commission,  known  as  "  prize 

nees." 
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The  fftctB  in  the  several  cased  pending  are  materially  different,  lad  I 
Bee  no  reason  why  the  GommissioD  may  not  with  propriety  pass  optw 
the  cases  as  they  arise,  and  dispose  of  them,  respectively,  upon  tbe  bw 
and  the  facts  applicable  to  each. 

I  may  odd,  properly,  that  the  exception  in  the  letter  of  Mr.  Dtijardia 
appears  to  be  framed  in  order  to  furnish  gronnd  for  presenting  ^d  en- 
forcing certain  claims  against  the  Cnit^  States  now  pending  befuwe 
the  ComiiiisHion. 
I  have,  &C., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWBLL,         * 
Agent  awl  Counaelfor  the  United  StaUt. 


Mr.  IMfardiu  to  Mr.  Botthorlt. 

Wabhikotom,  Mag  18,  1881. 
Sir  :  The  aucouit  artiole  of  the  cooveution  of  the  15th  of  Jaounry,  11^80,  eselndM 
from  tbejoriiulictidii  of  the  CommlBBion  niAtteni  which  havH  been  already  diplomati' 
cally,  jndiciatly,  or  olhernise  by  competent  aathoritiea  diapoaed  of  by  either  GoTira- 
menl.  The  Government  of  the  French  Republic  underHlauds  that  thin  diapotitiog 
exchidespriutcaurB  which  have  been  judioi ally  orotheiwiBC  nettled  by  either  Q«Teni- 

]u  order  that  HDch  caaee  Hhonid  beaaatained  t>eforethe  Commisnion  there  lunst  havs 
been  at  least,  I  believe,  at  some  tlta^  after  the  Anal  decision,  an  expresti  nnderatand- 
ing  between  the  two  Qovarumeuts  that  the  case  should  be  submitted  to  a  new  axaoi- 
ination.  This  is  not  bo  with  the  claim  of  Isaac  Taylor  relating  to  the  "  Magdalene.' 
Consequently,  in  conformity  with  the  iuBtmctiiuiH  of  my  Ooverument,  I  beg  yon,  sir, 
to  have  the  Kinilness  to  withdraw  from  the  Snoratary's  office  the  said  otaim  of  Isaae 
Taylor  against  Prance. 

I  hope  that  the  reqnest  which  I  have  thi-  honor  to  aobmit  U>  you  upon  this  tubjeol 
will  be  received  in  the  spirit  of  impartiality  and  of  justice,  which  appeared  in  tb< 
answer  which  you  were  kind  enouKh  to  make  nje  on  the  Ulst  iif  last  month  to  my  ob- 
■ervations  relative  to  the  claim  of  Petei  Piaggo  fur  damage*  sustained  on  Meiicaa 
territory. 

Aucept,  Ac, 

PAUL  DfiJAEDIN. 


^r.  Boutwelt  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

Washington,  Jvne  IS,  1881.  (Received  June  21.) 
8iR:  Referring  to  >onr  letters  of  May  17  and  of  Jnne  14,  with  theif 
inclosares  relative  to  the  charpe  made  by  Stephen  S.  Phillpotti  to  the 
effect  that  a  certain  notary  pulilic  in  New  Orleans  had  ad%'iKed  claimants 
to  increase  their  claims,  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  yon  that  immediately 
after  the  receii)t  of  your  first  letter  we  communicated  with  ourspecii 
connsel  in  New  Orleans  and  instnirted  him  to  see  Phillpott  and  obtain 
such  information  as  he  might  have.  The  counsel  discovered  that  Phill- 
pott wns  employed  in  a  soap  factory  at  some  distance  in  the  rear  of 
New  Orleans.  After  one  or  two  efforts  he  succeeded  in  finding  him. 
Phillpott,  however,  declined  to  give  the  name  of  the  notary,  or  any  fo- 
formation  whatever,  nuless  he  was  taken  into  the  employ  of  the  Oo*- 
emment 

The  impression  created  upon  the  mind  of  our  oonnsel  in  New  Orleans 
and  also  apon  my  own,  is  that  Pbilli>ott'B  otyect  is  aimply  to  obtain  em 
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I^yment  ftom  the  Goveroment,  and  that  he  really  haa  no  infonnatMn 
of  value. 

While  it  is  undoubtedly  true  that  niMny  of  the  claims  sow  pending 
before  this  ConiniisBioD  are  greatly  exaggerated,  I  do  not  believe  that 
Phillpott  could  be  of  auy  material  assistance  io  proving  it. 
With  great  respect,  &c., 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWELL, 

Otmnael,  ifte. 


Jlfr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Boutwell. 

Dbpabthent  op  State, 
Washington,  Augutt  5,  1881. 
Sm:  Referring  lo  my  letter  bearing  date  of  Jane  20,  1881,  in  which 
the  compensation  of  Mr.  W.  V.  D^nfegre  was  fixed  at  $160  per  week,  I 
have  to  say  that,  from  represeiitatious  shice  made,  it  would  seem  to  be 
jnst  tbat  the  necessary  expenses  incurred  by  Mr.  Ddii^gre,  in  the  col- 
lection of  evidence  and  the  other  dnties  assigned  bim,  should  be  borne 
bj  the  Commission. 

Too  %re  therefore  hereby  authorized  to  reimburse  Mr.  DSnfegre  for 
personal  expenseB  necessarily  incurred ;  and  should  it,  in  your  judgment, 
bedeemed  advisable,  such  idlowance  may  be  reckoned  ttom  the  begin- 
aiog  of  Mr.  Dfinigre's  employment  by  thp  Government 
I  am,  &c., 

JAME8  G.  BLAINB. 


(Vr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Boutwell. 

Department  ok  State, 

Wa»hington,  December  17, 1881. 

Sir:  Referring  to  rfcent  correspnudence  iu  relation  to  the  claim  of 
Isaac  Taylor,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  against  France,  proceed- 
ings in  reganl  to  which  it  is  understood  were  instituted  before  the  Mixed 
Commissiou  in  February  last,  and  which  in  Ktill  peiidinp;  before  that 
tribnnal,  i  have  to  i^tate  that  after  careful  cumti deration  I  have  reached 
tbn  coDctusion  that  that  claim,  because  of  the  antecedent  proceedings  by 
tbe  competent  authorities  of  France,  ot  which  it  has  been  the  subject, 
is  not  proi>erly  within  tbe  cognizance  of  tiie  Commission  established 
onder  tbe  provisions  of  tbe  convention  of  the  15th  of  January,  1880,  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  France. 

I  have  been  led  to  this  view  of  the  matter  from  h  careful  perusal  of 
the  provisions  of  the  second  article  of  tlie  convention,  with  such  consid- 
eration as  I  have  been  able  to  the  negotiations  precnliug  its  concluaioD 
between  my  predecessor,  Mr.  Bvarts,  and  Mr.  On  trey,  tbe  representa- 
tives of  their  Governments,  respectively,  in  negotiating  the  convention; 
and  feeling,  as  1  do,  well  a«<8ured  of  tbe  dir^position  of  this  Government 
to  give  fnll  effect  to  every  stipulation  of  that  convention  in  spirit  no  less 
than  iu  letter,  it  is  not  donbteil  tbat  this  feeling  will  be  fully  reotprooated 
by  tbe  French  Government,  and  that  a  similar  coDriie  will  be  adopted  by  it 
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with  regard  to  any  claims  of  French  citizens  against  the  United  Statu, 
which  miiy  have  already  beeu  pret<eute<l  or  may  hcreat^er  be  preseuted 
for  the  consideration  of  the  coiiveutiou,  and  which  may  tie  I'oanil  to 
have  been  diplomatically,  judicially,  <»r  otherwise,  by  competent  antbor- 
ity  of  the  United  States,  heretofore  diwpoised  of.  And  in  regard  to  all 
cases  of  this  character,  it  will  be  proper  for  yon  as  the  agent  Jind  coun- 
Be^  of  this  Oovernment  to  request  the  agent  on  the  purt  of  France  to 
withdraw  tliem  from  the  Cotqmission ;  nnd  in  case  such  reqnest  on  yonr 
part  shiill  not  meet  with  prompt  compliance  you  will  be  expected  to  re- 
port any  such  instance  of  refusal  to  the  Department  with  a  view  Hb 
sach  further  steps  as  the  Uovemmeut  may  deem  it  uecesoary  and 
proper  to  take.  If,  in  your  opinion,  the  two  claims  referred  to  in  your 
letter  of  the  8th  iustaut  (Noa.  18  and  28),  come  within  the  categor; 
Darned,  these  will  form  proper  subjects  for  such  requests  for  witbdrawsL 
I  am,  &c~ 

JAMES  G.  BLAINB. 


Mr.  J.  0.  Bancroft  Davit  to  Mr.  BoutwelL 

Depabtmbnt  of  State. 
Wathington,  December  37,  18S1. 
Sir  ;  Referring  to  Mr.  Blaine's  letter  to  you  of  the  17th  instant,  I  havs 
DOW  to  inclose  a  copy  of  a  note  from  Mr.  Outrey,  in  reply  to  the  one 
fix>m  Mr.  Blaine  therein  referred  to. 

I  call  your  partienlur  attention  to  the  last  paragrai>h,  and  will  tbank 
youi  at  your  oonvt'ntence,  to  make  out,  addressed  to  the  Department,* 
complete  list  of  the  cases  which  fall  under  it. 

It  is  nnderstooil  at  the  Department  that  the  counsel,  by  Mr.  Taylor, 
will  ask  for  a  reversal  of  Mr.  Blaino'8  decision.  Should  this  be  granted 
no  steps  will  be  necess^iry  on  our  nide  for  the  dismissal  of  case-t.  But 
should  it  be  refused  it  maybe  deemed  proper  to  interpose  diplomHt- 
ically  to  secure  the  retirement  of  cases  on  the  French  side  affected  b; 
the  principle. 

I  am,  &c., 

J.  C.  BANCROFT  DAVI8, 

Acting  /Secretary. 


No.  81. 
Mr.  John  Davie  to  lir.  Frelinghuyten. 

\VA8HINOTO»,  January  25,  1882. 

Sib:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  the  letter  of  Mr- 
Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell.  dated  the  27th  ultimo,  relating  to  the  caseot 
Isaac  Taylor  v.  The  Ilepublic  of  France,  now  pending  before  this  Com- 
mission,  in  wbiuh  he  refers  to  Mr.  Blaine's  letter  to  Ur.  Boutwell,  flatod 
the  17th  of  December,  and  inclosing  a  copy  of  a  note  from  Mr.  Uutrey, 
dated  December  21. 

Mr.  Davis  calls  attention  to  the  last  paragraph  of  Mr.  Ontrey's  note, 
in  which  he  says:  "  I  need  nut  add  that  on  our  part  we  shall  at^cUy  ob- 


Xioo^^lc 
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eerre,  tbe  casEi  arisinUi  tbe  Icpil  interpretation  (riven  by  mutual  cou- 
ttiit  to  Article  II  of  the  convention  of  Jauaary  15,  ISHIi."  Mr.  Davis 
injiieHtH  tlhita  eompletelist  beurnde  of  tbe  cosed  wbicli  fall  auder  tbis 
iDt<T|tretatioii. 

[  bave,  tlierefore,  caused  the  memorial  to  be  examined  in  every  case 
where  coiii|>vusation  it)  claimed  from  tbe  United  States,  aud  I  inclose  a 
list  of  tbose  raxes  wbicli,  in  my  opiuioii,  a|>[>ear  on  the  &ice  of  the  me- 
muriaU  to  fall  within  the  principle. 

I  ciiitnut,  biiwex'er,  asemre  you  that  tfai»  list  is  absolutely  complete, 
Qdr  that  anion);  the  seven  hundred  and  twenty-six  cases  now  peuding 
here  ou  tlie  piirt  of  alleged  citizens  of  Pnim-e  there  may  not  ho 
ulbt'nj  prK|>pi'ly  belon^ring  to  that  cinsn,  and  which  may  hereafter  be 
hIiua-o  by  tlifl  testimony  to  be  identicid  in  principle  with  the  Taylor 
caxe.  I  believe,  however,  that  tbe  list  is  as  complete  as  it  is  possible  to 
mnke  it  without  ttiut  carelul  examination  of  each  case  which  will  be 
mude  when  it  is  prepared  for  trial. 

In  this  connection  it  may  he  of  interest  to  you  to  see  the  correspond- 
ence Iwtwraii  tbe  agent  aud  couitwl  on  the  part  of  the  United  States 
»nj  ihn  agent  on  the  part  of  the  Kepublic  of  Fnuice  iu  relation  to  the  , 
cnse  of  T.  O.  Payau  v.  The  United  States,  No.  4:it,  and  I  therefore  have 
the  honor  to  inclose  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Ori- 
mnud  de  Oanx,  datetl  January  5,  18S2,  and  the  translation  of  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Grimaiid  de  Oaux  to  Mr.  Boatwell,  dated  January  IS,  1632,  in 
reference  thereto. 
I  have,  &u., 

JOHN  D.A^Via, 
Ainttant  Counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  States, 


LIST  OF  CASHS  OF  FBEXCH  CI.AIMASTS  O.V  F[Ll:  BKFORE  THE  FRENCH 
A.\D  AMEtllCAN  CLAIMS  COMMfs.'ilOX,  WHICH  IT  IS  BELIEVED  FALL 
WITBIX  THE  FSlSClfLE  STATED  BT  MB.  OCTltET. 

Washinoton,  Januarg  25,  1882. 
EiHi  Marik  Alpkonsb  db  Pkbdokanvilue  ) 

p.  }  No.  la 

TUR    UNITRD  5tTATRS.  \ 

Tbr  firat  U«ni  of  tliis  cisini  in  for  67  bal'rs  of  cotton  )ibii>ped  on  tmaTd  tbe  wshooiiar 
Hil-iKiliA  at  Morifan  Cit.v  Parinh,  La.,  in  Aiiril,  \Mi. 

Tlie  Bchmintir  uiiil  cart>i)  were  cii[il.iire<l  hi  tbu  Gutf  of  Mi-xioo  bj  tbe  Uaitod  iitataa 
^■ibout  Hiittr-ma.  anil  Are  betievi-il  ti>  huve  Umiu  onuilHiiinnd  an  a  ptiz<^. 

The  secoDil  item  ia  a  elsiiu  for  d&niHgi-s,  owiiix  li>  •Mlii.v  of  Hteuiiier  Mi>xico. 

Tlie  third  ili'in  in  a  cliiini  for  tbe  ]iro<-ei-dH  of  Hcbuouer  FrediTick  II  aod  cargo, 
tDKiiintiiif;  iu  tbe  dkICVR'*'*'  *■"  '''*>  "'""  "^  i'lHtSSt.Srt. 

TliiH  iti-iii  wan  diniioited  of  by  tbe  Uiiiteil  Slaics  ili^trict  roati  of  Nen  Orleans,  La., 
then  nitlini;  as  m  |>rlzn  court.  In  tlie  oioiitb  of  M»y,  lsi>4.  (Si-e  eait  No.  7Ud:l,  Tb» 
United  8iat«Bt>.  SuliooiiPr  Frederick  II.) 

Tbn  fourth  it«m  ia  a  claim  for  cotton  lOHt  on  account  of  tbe  Illegal  detention  of  tha 
vhooeer  U^try  P.  Bnrton. 

llcuu  I  and  3  are  aln^ady  wilhln  tbe  article. 


Tan  Umitru  Staibh. 


■'1 

\  NO.S8. 


Tbis  Is  a  olaim  for  250  bales  of  cotton  seifed  by  tbe  United  Stat«s  antbonties  on 
Cbo  bigh  M-as,  altunt  100  miles  from  Havana,  wbile  on  bu^inl  the  Bri'lsb  reaiiterod 
•rboouer  Bdilorr;  on  her  Toyage  fhim  Cnloaslea,  La.,  to  Havaea.  Amoant  uaimed, 
«<>,<*5.  .-  , 
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Tfae  RohooiiM  And  aaxgo  were  taken  into  Xej  Weet,  Flk.,  where  botb  eargo  ul 
MhcK>ner  veiti  libeled  aa  prize  ot  war. 

The  court  at  Key  West  caudemued  both  vesMl  aod  cargo  as  enemy  property.  Tbi 
pteaeiit  claimantfl  were  lepreiietiUid. 

Tbc  case  was  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Coart  of  the  United  Statea  and  the  deeitioB 
below  Biistained.     (Uea  3  Wallace  Beporta,  pageit  4Tli,  &c.) 

BL.AEK   MOTTK  ) 

p.  S  No.  1.11. 

Tkk  Unitkd  States.  S 
This  vlutni  WHa  allowed  and  paid  t«  Belloeq,  Noblom  A  Co.  by  tha  Court  of  ClaiB* 

fi.  A.  Le  Mork  &.  Co.  1 

V.  V  No.:ill. 

Tbz  United  States.  ) 

Tbia  is  a  clMm  for  B30  bates  of  cotton  aeiced  bj  the  United  States  naval  antbcri- 
tieeon  tbeOnacliitaRiver,LoniBiaiia,iD  1864.  The  cotton  was  taken  to  theeoDthnn 
district  ot  lUiiioia  and  libe1i<d  oa  prii«  of  war. 

Cl^mants  snIiniLttod  their  olnim  to  tho  Uui  ted  States  distriot  ooart  foe  the  wtullHTn 
district  of  IIIiLois,  in  whioU  tbe  cotton  had  b«eu  tilieled. 

The  decree  of  the  conrt  was  adverse  to  their  clKiiD. 

Thef  appealed  Iroin  the  decree  of  tbe  diHtrioI  court  of  the  United  States  fin  tb« 
■oathem  district  of  Illinois  to  tbe  Supreme  Court  uf  the  United  States,  which  at  iti 
Dvoomber  term  uf  IHtC,  rendered  its  deoisiun  affirming  the  decree  of  tlie  inferior 

Hkhriettb  Levt     ) 

r.  V  No.  253. 

The  United  States.  ) 

This  claim  was  allowed  and  paid  to  Bellocq,  Nohloni  A  Co.  by  the  Coort  «f  Claima 

Etienme  Derbxc     i 

V.  }  No.  339. 

The  United  States.  ) 

This  is  a  claim  for  wrorgs  and  iDJnries  received  by  olainiBUtsat  the  buidsof  amb 
at  Son  F>anci8cn,  (Jal.,  in  1865. 

On  the  -i7th  day  of  Uarch,  IbGS,  an. set  was  passed  by  the  legisiatare  of  tbe  State 
of  CalifuTuia  entitled  "Au  act  to  provide  for  compensating  parties  whoee  propertj 
may  be  destroyed  iu  conseqoence  of  mobs  or  riots." 

Claimant  availed  himself  of  the  benefits  of  said  act,  and  on  tfae  lUth  day  of  Jdm, 
1S68,  brought  suit  BuaiDst  the  city  of  San  Fianci>u-o  in  thediRtriot  courtof  tbe  (bnrtli 
judicial  dislrict  of  thf,  Stat«  of  California,  in  which  suit  he  olaimed  damages  Ait  tbe 
diwlmction  nf  bis  establishmeDt  and  the  Bliu>pn|n)  of  bis  newspapers,  A^. 

Claimant  olilaiued  a  verdict  in  the  anm  of  $7,100,  with  interest. 

Jndgment  was  renilered  by  tbe  conn  for  that  amount  aud  |iald  to  claimant. 

He  now  claims,  additional  compensation. 

Bazile  Laplace     ) 

t.  }Ho.  365. 

The  Unitkd  States.  S 

This  ia  a  claim  for  6i>  balea  of  ginned  cott.on  seized  by  United  States  aatbinitiM^ 
wbilat  on  board  the  schooner  Jnlia,  abont  hO  milea  above  Fort  Livingston,  and  takw 
to  Key  West,  F'1a.,and  aold  by  order  of  the  prize  court  of  tfae  United  Stateaat  thrt 
place. 


The  United  States. 

This  is  a  claim  for  the  nse  and  occnpatinn  by  United  States  anthoritiea  of  cntain 
lands  and  lota  aituate  on  Wallmalan  and  Edisto  Inlands,  Son th  Carolina,  and  sIm 
for  the  proceeds  of  a  sloop  known  aa  tbe  Ashli-y  and  her  cargo. 

The  aftent  of  the  claimant  chartered  1  hs  nloop  Aiihley  in  December,  JSfil,  to  prooe«d 
to  V^allmalan  Island  to  bring  to  tbe  market  of  tbe  city  of  Charleston  a  lot  of  coltOD 
and  provisions  which  belonged  to  claimant. 

The  sloop  with  her  cargo  of  cotton,  Ao.,  was  seised  by  tJke  United  Stats*  naval 
anthorities,  and  condfmned  as  a  prire. 


,Goo'^[o 
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lUKit  Amki.ik  Lapi^ntx,  . 
iidI;  heir  of  Edw&rd  Laplante,  j 
dweaaed,  >  No.  674. 


TBE   UHITKD  STAIXd. 

Tbiii  is  a  clatm  for  .tH  bales  of  cotton  and  1,900  atavM,  valned  ftt  9M,57!i. 

Thia  property  waa  on  a  curlain  vemel  called  the  schooner  Joaephine,  wbieh  reaael 
Kith  her  carKu  was  Heiz(>d  aud  captured  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  on  the  2Hth  day  of 
Jdlf.  11:462,  bj-  the  United  Slatea  steamer  Hatteras,  and  was  token  nith  her  cargo,  In 
charge  uf  a  priie  omw,  to  the  port  of  Philadelphia,  where  anid  Rohooner  and  cargo 
were,  on  the  -Jlst  dav  of  April,  A.  D.  1663,  b;  Ibe  dect««  of  the  district  oonrt  of  tb» 
Qoited  States,  in  and  for  the  eaatem  district  oF  PuDiiaylvania,  condemned  a«  prlee  of 
war,  for  breach  uf  the  blockade. 

Ad  appeal  was  taken  to  the  Snpretne  Court  of  the  Untied  fltates  and  the  decision  of 
tbs  said  prixe  eoart  was  there  affirmed. 

WAflHiNOTOK,  Jantaiy  &,  18it2. 
Thoxah  C  Pa  tan,    ) 

t.  \  No  431. 

8ik;  HcMrs.  8hellaharf(er  A  Wilson,  who  appear  as  special  ooansel  in  the  abor*- 
Dftmed  case,  have  made  a  verbal  reqnest  to  me  to  permit  the  nse  of  tbe  teatimony 
UkcD  bj  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States,  In  No.  27S8,  being 
Eh»  petition  of  Fayan  and  Cnrbart  fur  corapensatioD  for  76  balesof  cotton. 

I  DDd  npoD  loqair; ,  that  Payan  and  Carhart  filed  a  petition  In  the  (JoorC  of  Clatnu 
lor  coiopeDsation  for  75  bales  of  cotton  which  appear  ta  be  tfaesame  as  that  described 
in  the  memorial  of  Tfaamaa  C.  Payaa  x.  tbe  United  States,  No.  431,  now  pending  be- 
Tore  this  Commission. 

I  find  also  apon  an  examination  of  tbe  records  nf  the  Court  of  Claims  in  No,  27D8, 
tkiAt  the  case  was  beard  anii  an  award  made  in  favor  nf  the  claimant  for  a  small  pot^ 
tioD  of  the  sum  claimed;  that  aHerwanlB  the  petitioner  nioved  for  a  new  trial  and 
that  ihe  motion  was|p-aiited;  that  theclaimants  failed  topiosecntu  the  rase,  and  that 
ifter  tbe  expiration  of  six  mouths,  and  after  notice  Klven  to  tbe  iwtitioners  that  • 
[notion  baa  been  made  by  the  Attorney-General  that  tbe  cane  be  dininlsBod,  nnder  tho 
ivIm  of  the  Court  of  Claims  the  rase  was  dismissed. 

I  bsTe  to  inform  you  that  n]>on  this  srale  of  facts  I  shall  maintain  before  this  Com- 
miMion  that  tbe  claim  has  been  disposed  of  J  ndicially,  and  that  tbe  French  andAmetJ- 
ean  Claims  Commission  has  no  jarisdiotion  over  it. 

Id  this  view  of  the  rase,  I  snggest,  in  case  the  Judgment  of  tho  Commission  upon 
this  point  is  desired,  tbat  before  either  psrty  is  at  the  expense  of  taking  testimony  lO 
mnohof  tbe  record  of  tbe  Cotirt  of  Claims  as  may  be  necessary  to  show  the  natareof 
lbs  proceedinjc  iMforethaC  tribunal  be  had  byt.he  certificate  of  tbe  clerk  or  bystipula- 
tioD  between  tbe  counsel  for  the  Oovemoient  of  France  and  the  counsel  for  the  United 
tttates,  and  that  thereon  the  judgment  of  the  Commission  be  taken  upon  the  qnestion 
ofjarisdiction. 

1  may  perhaps  add  proporty  that,  ahonld  tbe  case  be  tried  upon  Its  merits,  tbe  ooun- 
nl  for  the  United  States  onght  to  have  tbe  opportnnity  to  examine  and  cross-examine 
the  witness,  specially  with  reference  to  the  case  before  this  tribunal,  and  that  it  would 
Iherefon  be  inadvisable  for  me  to  assent  to  the  nse  of  the  t(>stimony  taken  under  the 
direction  of  the  Conrt  of  Claims. 
I  have,  &.O., 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWELL, 
Agmi  and  COusHl/or  Iht  Unittd  SUitei. 


(TnnsIaUon.] 

Aimt  of  lk«  Gorerumtnt  of  (As  Kqmilic  of  FtAn-tx  htfort  Oi*  Claimi  Conanitnon. 

WAflHiNGTOw,  Jamtarg  18,  1B8B. 
Mr.  AaicNT :  In  the  letter  which  ^ou  did  me  the  honor  to  write  to  me  upon  the  5th 
•flhis  month  you  informed  me  that  in  the  discussion  of  the  claim  of  Thomas  C.  Payan 
f.  The  Dnitei)  Btatea,  No.  431,  it  is  ynnr  intention  to  contend  before  the  Commiss' 
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Uessrs.  Sbcllabai^er  tL  Wilson,  special  coiinspl  for  Ihn  alalmsnt.  that  this  elftira  bat 
alread;  been  entered  upon  tbe  doulcet  of  the  Court  of  Cluims  no'ler  No.  l^>8,  in  tb* 
name  of  Pn.van  anil  Cnrbtirt,  and  lliat  you  hava  lirea  Hiilmi'ilut'Ully  Hmintl  iliitt  thi* 
oUini  and  t.lip  one  brought  before  tbiu  Cnmniissioii  under  tliu  No.  i'AV  are  thx  aiune. 
You  have  also  learned  Ibnl  the  ConrtofCTainiH  after  haviii);  uiv«liju<lt!iii<'i)t  f»r*|i«rt 
of  tbe  olaim  in  favor  of  tbe  peiitioners  graiiti-d  l\ivm  u|)im  iltcEr  rrqiii-Bt  leuvu  t«  re- 
view the  deoiBiou,  and  that  after  notice  fciven  to  tlie  petilirmerv  llint  th"  Attoroej- 
Generol  moved  to  dinmias  tbi  cilm>,  tbe  Ouurt  of  Claima  (lid  in  fuct  diMiiiiKii  it. 

All  tbesefnuls  were  niitil  now  enlirel.v  uiikriowu  to  me.  Tile  atcent  of  th'<  Gi>rern, 
ment  of  tbe  Republic  of  France  brfoie  tbe  Miird  Comiiiiuiiiiu  ban  ncrnimlon-Iv  en- 
deavored oa  ever;  oocasion  to  prrveut  tbe  piviirntalion  of  elaima  wbicli  njioii  tbe  at- 
legations  in  tbe  memorial  preebuled  li.v  tbu  clniiuanta  appi-areil  tn  him  »  xiaiiifcsi  on' 
traventiao.  to  tbestipii'atinasof  tbeooavenllauof  Janiitry  15,  l-WlO.  Tb-  memxrial, 
No.  431,  altegee  tbat  iieitber  tbe  cluinmnt  nor  any  one  on  faia  liebalf  has  rrrelved  the 
whole  or  any  part  of  tbe  earn  daimrd;  tbat  althouKli  It  wan  preNeutud  lo  tliBConrtuf 
CiaitnH  of  Ibe  United  States  oc  tbe  2(lth  of  June,  ldt!7,  it  was  aftertrardii  wiibdrawn, 
and  tbat  this  suit  \e<i  to  no  re.^alt  IA:f>irri  tli^tt  court. 

It  vas  then  natural  that  my  predecessor  should  submil  the  claim  for  the  decbioii 
of  the  oomirisBioni--- 

As  a  general  iirii 
ID  the  uiemoriat  a 

apply  the  terms  of  Ihe  oouveiilion,  I  urn  oortnin  tbut  jon  v^ill  a 
Agent,  in  declaring  that  the  letter  as  wftl  a     ' 
to  withdraw  sncb  elaiia  at  the  muDitint  whe 
treat;  hecomeN  manifest. 

I  shall, tbei'eforv. be  obliged  to  yon  if  yon  will  furnish  me  the  necesmtrj  mfana  of 
proof  to  HBtahlish  the  fact  that  the  allegatiopa  of  inrtuorial  Nu.  431  »m  ciinlntrT  lo 
tba  troth,  and  that  this  claim  Atlla  uuiter  the  provieiouit  of  Article  II  of  the  conven- 
tion. 

I  am,  &c., 

QRIMAUD  DE  CAUX. 


Mr.  Bovttcell  to  Mr,  Frelingkvytt*. 

Washington,  February  4, 1883. 

Sir  :  In  the  list  of  canes  fnmisbed  by  Mr.  DnvJH,  and  inclostKl  in  bia 
letter  to  jou  of  tbe  25tli  of  Jaiinary,  wliich  contiiiiieil  the  iiiimeH  of 
claimaote  who  have  file^l  clainm  before  tbJH  Ooiuiiiissioii  fur  coni|)«*ii(<»- 
tion  for  alleged  losses  arisint;  from  tbe  decrees  of  jirizc  cutirtsof  tbe 
Uuited  StatcH,  will  be  found  that  of  G.  A.  IjuMore&  Co.,  iNa2Uou  tbe 
docket. 

A  stipulation  was  entered  into  between  the  coaiiBel  for  the  renpectiTe 
Governments  in  tbe  above  case  and  filed  November  lU,  1881,  iu  tbe  fol- 
lowing form : 

er  in  thte  caaa  is  hereby  esEeod*)! 

This  morning  1  have  received  the  following  commimication : 

FRKKCH   AKD  AMBOICAN   CLAIMS  COMHISSIOJf. 

Q.  A.  Li  MOBX  &,  Co.  ) 

V.  S  No.  211. 

THB      UNlTKn    STATK8.  } 

Hon.  G.  8.  BouTWKU. : 

Sib  :  I  have  tbe  honor  lo  stal«  tbat  I  decline  to  be  bound  any  longer  by  the  atipn. 
latioD  signed  by  me  in  tbe  above  entitled  case  and  which  bears  date  Novcub«T  19, 
ISUl. 

Very  reepeotfully, 

CHARLES  ADOLPHB  Dit  CHAMnSHH, 

CPKMtt/or  ^VmiitA  JtryaiHa. 
Wabbington,  D.  C,  Ftimars  3, 1881. 


Xioo^^lc 
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Tlie  testimony  for  tb&  clnimAnt  in  the  above  cuse  wa8  closed  Jnoe  1, 
1881;  but  owjiitito  the  presH  of  business  and  the  clrcumstaDces  that 
donbts  ezistfd  as  to  wlietber  the  case  was  to  be  prosecuted  further,  do 
tentimoiiy  lias  .vet  been  taken  by  the  United  States. 

It  ajipeard  from  the  uommaniuation  of  the  counsel  far  tbe  French  Re- 
public ttiat  tile  vikse  is  to  IJe  ])ne8sed  to  a  hearing,  althongb  it  seems  in 
priiiui|>le  not  to  be  distiuguishable  from  the  case  of  Isaac  Taylor  v.  The 
Preuch  R*- public. 
1  have,  &c^ 

GEORGE  8.  BOtJTWBLL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States. 


No.  83. 

Mr.  BotttweU  to  Mr.  J.  C.  B.  Davis. 

Fkkhoh  and  Ahbrioan  Claims  Cohhisstoh, 

1518  H  Street, 
Wathington,  F^rvary  6,  1882. 
My  Dear  Sir:  Agreeably  to  onr  conversation  this  morning  I  have 
Vkv  honor  to  transmit  Iierewith  a  copy  of  the  record  in  the  case  of  Q. 
A.  Le  More  &  Co.  «  The  United  States,  No.  211. 
Host  respectfully, 

GEORGE  S.  BOCTWBLL. 


FRENCH  AND  AMERICAN  CUIUS  COMMISSION. 

PVIfd  Mmrok  S8,  1861.-17.  P.  P.  ^  L.  £.,  Sta. 

0.  A  Lk  Hokb  &  Co.  > 

•.  \  No.  Sll. 

Thb  Uritkd  States.  \ 

Albrut  C.  Janin,  Attormg. 

HEUORIAL. 

Tc  Ifui  ionorahh  eomminiontrt  of  Iht  FYnich  and  Amrrican  Claimi  Cotuminion,  tilling  at 
IVailiiiiglim,  I).  C.  undrr  Ihe  <o«rtiiUon  concluded  Mictt%  lAo  GoTer*ment$  of  Frmttt 
and  tko  Umui  SlaUM,  on  Janitars  15,  IdtJU ; 

Th«  ni(inoria)  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  re«pect fully  repreBBnts;  That  yonr  memori- 
ftlUtsnra  cltimiiHor  I  lie  KHpiiblicof  France,  and  (he  only  mombors  nf  a  commeroial 
Drill  est  all  I  lull  I'd  in  tlie  city  of  Hiivr<-.  Frnucr,  Ousrave  A.  Le  Mora  being  tbe  activo 
»iil  oiaiiatciiif;  partner  and  Ldciutine  Le  More  the  ailrnt  partaer  in  aaid  aBsoci»tioD. 
Tlip  Huiil  UuBlave  A.  Le  Mont  nas  bora  iu  tbe  city  of  Havre,  France,  in  the  year  1U20, 
anil  Lilintiiie  Le  More  at  the  sniiie  pluco  about  i  he  year  ISU,  ami  both  of  Ihetn  have 
Truiilrd  in  Miid  city  from  Ihi^ir  infancy  until  the  present  time,  and  have  never  had 
any  iitlier  (liimiclie.  Their  post-otttce  aildress  is  the  poste  reslanto  of  aaiil  city.  At 
Did  lime  of  the  origin  of  the  claim  which  is  tbe«ub]ect'mati«rof  this  memorial,  and 
■t  the  prveeiit  time,  tbeHuiil  clfiim  was  and  ie  tbe  exclusive  properly  of  your  memori- 
tliKiit,  GiiHtave  A.  Le  More  and  L&intiiie  Le  Hcmi ;  no  truiisfur  of  their  intereiit  in 
Mid  dniin,  or  of  any  part  tberi'of,  baH  over  been  made  by  either  of  them,  nor  hav* 
Oinyeverrect-ived  aiiyoom|*nBa[ioii  in  money  or  other  valuable  thing,  or  any  indem- 
nity trhMlBoevi-r,  for  the  Iohm^b  nhicb  constitute  the  baitia  of  aaid  claim.  Neither  of 
jour  meuiorialhita  ever  reudered  any  aid  or  comfort  to  the  Qoverument  of  tfao  M- 
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ctUled  Ctint'ederate  Stat«ii,  or  ever  bMsBDw  u&turatized,  or  took  auj  Bte]>s  to  that  And, 
ill  the  Uaitud  Stnteti,  or  luiy  other  ooiiutrf  foreign  to  them. 

Tbti  said  claim  L an  becu  the  Bubjecl  of  iudiciHt  exa^'inatiou  iu  the  UaiMd  StktM 
diBtricC  conrt  for  the  soutbern  district  of  lUiuoiH  and  in  the  Hiipr«me  Coortortlic 
Doitod  Stati'Jt,  aud  the  attrii'lon  of  the  American  Ooverunient  baa  bMn  repe»t«dl; 
onlled  h;  diplomatic  cnrrcspondeDce  to  the  denial  of  Justice  an  fiored  by  jonr  maroofiu- 
iats  in  the  ilieallowance  of  their  claim  by  the  cogrts,  but  uo  Bual  detemiuation  of  tlw 
matter  baa  ynt  been  reacbed.  Your  mcmorialiala  therefore  appeal  to  this  honorable 
CommiMioii  to  redress  a  great  vrroag  dooe,  not  designedly  and  deliberately,  but  inad- 
verteotly  and  in  consoqaencu  of  a  iirave  error  offset  hereafter  to  be  explained,  by  the 
Governiueut  of  the  United  Stoteii  to  citizens  of  a  friendly  foreign  state,  and  for  tbe 
butter  and  more  thorough  comprehension  of  tbe  matter  they,  witb  tbe  pormiaiioii  trf 
the  honorable  Com  mission,  i^ill  now  present  their  claim  both  in  a  narralLve  aod  argu- 
ment ative  form. 

For  many  years  prior  to  18tM  the  firm  of  O.  A.  Le  Hok  &  Co.,  of  Havre.  waaengas«d 
in  the  trannaction 'of  commission  business,  tbe  exportation  of  goods,  and  the  importa- 
tion into  France  of  cotton  and  other  foreien  pro'.uctfl.  Two  brotbeta  of  the  memben 
of  said  Oriu,  namely,  Alft^d  and  Jules  Le  More,  had  for  several  years  been  residing  in 
the  United  States,  and  were,  at  tbe  time  of  tbe  breaking  out  of  the  war  between  tbe 
Southern  and  Northoni  Statea,meinber8of  the  flrmof  Edward  OBatheriii&. Co.,  which 
was  dissolved  in  December,  1H6S.  They  mere  in  no  way  oonnectMl  with  the  firm  of 
O.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 

On  the  tiOth  of  May,  18fi3,  Jules  Le  More  wrote  a  letter  to  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co., 
dated  f^m  Matamoroe,  Mexico,  in  which  he  iofonned  them  tbat,  finding  nothiag  to 
occupy  him  prulitably  in  New  Orleans,  he  bad  come  to  Hatamoros,  where  adranta- 

1  buKiuesB  mi^ht  be  done  in  cotton,  by  buying  either  on  the  spot  or  in  Texas  or 

— n  LoiLismna,  and  offered  them  his  services  to  buy  cotton  for  them  at  a  commia- 
■iDu  ui'  b  per  cent,,  and  said  that  Mr.  Tertron,  whose  acquaintance  he  had  made  in 
Mexico,  WHS  williiifT  to  advance  money  to  bim,  to  be  refunded  with  the  prooeeds  of 
dratU  drawn  by  him  on  tbem. 

This  letter  was  answered  by  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  on  the  'Mth  day  of  Jnly,  I8ttt,  to 
the  elFect  tbat  they  authorized  Jules  Le  More  to  pDrchane  for  tbem  not  more  than 
twenty-five  haudred  bales,  to  be  delivered  in  Europe  at  two  thtnos  and  a  half  per 
pound,  bis  commission  included.     At  tbe  same  time  tbey  went  bim  a  letter  of  credit. 

This  was  a  transaction  such  as,  no  doubt,  many  commercial  booses  of  Uunpe  en- 

Etged  in  at  that  time.  Furuisbed  with  this  authority  and  letter  of  credit,  JuW  Le 
ore  proceeded  to  Western  Louisiana  ax  tbe  scene  of  his  operations.  His  buaineas 
being  to  purchase  cotton,  he  first  bought  3S3  bales,  one  mile  Horn  Monroe,  on  tbe 
Ouachita  Kiver,  from  A.  Lazare  and  Jolui  Pargoud,  for  which  he  paid  $IS0  per  bale, 
III  United  States  currency.    At  that  time  Jules  Le  More  staid  principally  at  Bhreve- 

C';.  There  was  at  that  place  alan  a  person  by  tbe  name  of  lj6iia  Queyroaie,  who 
come  on  from  M<;xico  to  settle  a  claim  for  cotton  with  the  agent  nf  the  Con- 
federate Government,  and  who  was  an  old  acqnaintance  of  Jules  Le  Here.  There 
was  at  Shreveiiort  a  cotton  bureau,  established  by  the  Coufoderate  commander 
of  tbn  traus-Mit^sisaippi  doparttuent,  G>-neral  Kirby  Suitb.  which  bad  charge  of 
the  preeervatiou  and  disposal  of  the  cotton  purchased  by  the  Confederate  Gov- 
ernment. The  Confederate  authorities  had  seized  41!i  bales  of  cotton  wblch  Qaey- 
rouze  had  at  Brownsville.  Qaeyrouze  had  prefcrreil  a  claim  for  indeninity,  and 
was  allowed  KtO  bales  of  cotton  on  the  Ouachita,  it  being  uusloniary  with  the 
Confederate  Goveruionnt  to  give  two  bales  of  cotton  in  nu  exposed  aitoittion  far 
one  bale  at  or  near  Brownsville,  where,  on  account  of  itn  comparative  eeoarlty 
from  tbe  United  States  forces  aud  tbe  facilities  for  sending  goods  across  to  Matamoros, 
cotton  had  much  more  valae.  Lit'ut.  Col.  W.A.  Broadwoll,  of  the  Confi-ilerateanny, 
was  chief  of  the  ruttun  bureau  in  tbe  trans- Mississippi  depart  mpnt.  Under  him  was 
John  A.  Bnckuer,  who  whs  a  major  on  the  staff  of  General  Kirby  Smith,  and  aoeut 
of  the  cotton  bureaus,  and  bad  charge  of  iill  the  Confederate  cotton  in  tlie  Ouachita 
Valley.  Buckner  was  also  assistnnt  inspector-general  on  tbe  staff'  of  General  Kirby 
Smith,  and  under  orders  to  deliver  cotton  sold  by  the  cotton  bureau  from  December, 
1863,  to  April,  IStM',  and  nnder  orders  from  the  cotton  bureau,  he  delivered  in  tbe 
latter  part  of  February,  18tW,  to  Mr,  Lion  QueyrouKe  830  bales  of  cotton  on  the  Sim- 
mons plantation,  on  tbe  Ouachitii  River.  It  was  optional  with  him  to  deliver  this  or 
any  other  cotton  to  Quevronze,  bitt  be  chose  Ibis  lot  because  there  the  necessary 
quantity  was  at  band.  This  cotton  bad  been  purchased  by  tbe  ConfederBl«  Govern- 
ment from  Dr.  John  T.  Simmons,  an  will  appear  from  tbe  evidence  to  be  submitted, 
Qneyrouze,  Itelng  in  want  of  money,  aud  aniicins  to  sell,  offered  the  cotton  to  Jules 
Le  More  for  bis  principals,  but  knowing  from  convcrBations  tbat  Jules  Le  More, from 
past  experience,  was  anxious  to  avoid  a  collisiOD  with  the  Federal  aiithoritlea,  and 
would  not  be  willing  to  buy  cotton  that  had  been  owned  by  the  Confederate  Govrm- 
ment.  he  told  him  that  he  had  bonght  this  cotton  from  planters,  and  that  it  belonged 
to  one  P.  Garcia,  whose  agent  be  represented  bitnselt  to  be.    Under  these  tepmaentft- 
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tfoiu  Le  More  kgroMl  to  pnrcliaBe  the  ootton,  and  paid  for  It  $160  per  Itale  in  United 
Btot«B  enmno;,  and  an  tnvoioe  was  made  ont  >nd  receipt  ^veti.  Therenpon  tlia 
euttoQ  wu  delivered  to  Le  UoTe.  Thin  ootton  was  raised  on  the  BimmonB  plautBtiou, 
JDthe  Pitrfth  of  Caldwell,  on  the  Oiiaohita  Biver,  in  the  State  of  LoniBlana.  Dr. 
KoitnonB  fully  oonHented  to  Le  Hore's  taklu);  poaaenion  and  control  of  the  cotton,  and 
be  anlsted  L-«  More  in  gritting  it  ready  for  shipment.  Le  More  then  had  that  ootton 
banlrd,  tbrongh  Hessr*.  Wentzel  and  Pargond,  to  the  bank  of  the  rirer,  and  got  ready 
fbr  thipment,  having  written  to  New  Orleans  for  permissiOD  to  ship  it.  He  wrote  fat 
tnch  permisaiou  to  Hr.  AriBtide  Miltenberger,  at  New  Orleant,  -who  received  the  com- 
mnoicatimt  but  did  not  act  upon  It,  and  consequently  did  not  obtain  the  permit. 

The  manner  In  which  the  Confederate  OoTprnment  obtained  the  cotton  wilt  ba 
dearly  «bown  by  the  eviilence.  It  had  been  raised  upon  the  plantation  of  Tatnm  ft 
Sinitiions,  and  was  the  joint  property  of  John  T.  Simmons  a^d  the  heirs  of  Tatnm. 
John  Ray,  a  lawyer  aud  planter  of  that  pariah  and  ueLr  neighbor  of  Dr.  Slmmona 
(the  Siiiimons  plantation  lying  between  Ray's  residence  and  plantation),  was  in  caa- 
itant  intrrconrse  with  Si  mm  on  s,  and  acted  as  his  adviser  in  all  hi  h  legal  bnelneM. 
Both  Simmons  and  the  widow  and  heirs  of  Tat  am  were  desiroos  of  making  a  partition 
of  this  property.  To  that  end,  on  the  £ith  of  December,  1862,  John  Rt^,  as  attorney 
tot  Simmons,  and  Lndeling,  as  attorney  for  the  widow  and  heirs  of  TalQm,  met  on 
the  Simmons  plantation,  and  an  agreement  was  entered  into  for  a  partition  of  all  the 
property,  bring  land,  negroes,  abunt  1.100  bales  of  cotton,  aud  some  pereonal  property. 
It  was  dpcided  that  Simmons  should  take  all  the  property,  pay  to  the  widow  and 
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>r  treasury  II I  .. 

„     It  was  also  agreed  that  the  $50,000 

'sised  bythesaleof  the  necessary  amount  of  cotton  to  the  cotton- porohaaiag 
agent  of  the  Confederate  States. 

Between  900  and  1.000  bales  of  cotton  were  thus  sold  to  C.  Q.  Yonttg,  sabogent 
onderA.  W.  McKee,  the  general  asent  of  said  Oovemment  for  the  pnrohase  of  cotwn. 
A  memorandnm  in  writing  was  then  made  of  this  transaction.  Legal  proceeding 
were  then  taken  to  vest  the  title  to  all  the  property  in  Simmons,  and  tJie  $50,000  in 
Confederate  bonds  or  Creasnry  notes  were  by  said  Ray  fbr  Simmons  paid  over  to  the 
attorney  for  Tatum's  heirs.  After  the  sale  of  Simmons'a  cotton  to  the  Confederata 
States  it  remained  in  his  possession  and  onstody  under  a  written  agreement  with  the 
Confi'deTate  Qovemment  agent. 

Early  in  Uaruli,  1864,  Simmons  met  M^.  John  A.  Bncltner  and  Leon  QneyionEe. 
HaJoT  Bnckner  informed  him  that  he  had  been  to  hit  plantation  to  deliver  to  Quey* 
rouM,  aud  had  delivered  to  him,  the  cotton  which  he  (Simmons)had  sold  to  the  Con* 
federate  States.  Qneyrouze  requested  Simmons  to  take  core  of  the  cotton  for  him, 
and  promised  to  give  him  a  sack  of  coffee  if  he  would  watch  it,  and  Simmons  agreed 
t«  watch  It. 

Some  eight  or  ton  days  after  Simmons'sinlerviewwith  Bnckner  and  Qneyioaee  the 
former  was  accosted  by  Qiicyronze,  who  introdnced  him  to  Ur.  Jules  Le  More,  and  he 
was  infnrmed  by  them  that  Le  More  had  purchased  that  cotton  for  the  honse  of  O. 
A.  Le  More  A,  Co.  Mr.  Le  Hf'Te  afterwards  engaged  Bimmona  to  mark  the  ootton  for 
the  firm  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  and  take  oar«  of  it  and  to  place  it  on  rails  In  Hdbi 
or  rows  in  regular  shipping  order  on  the  bank  of  the  river.  Le  More  wished  hlin  alto 
to  ban!  the  cotton  to  the  river,  which  he  declined  to  do.  and  the  ootton  was  hanled 
for  Le  Mora  by  John  Pargoud  and  John  Weulzel,  for  which  service  he  paid  $1  per 
bale  In  grvenbanks.  Simmons  hanled  rails  to  the  bank  of  the  river  and  placed  part 
of  the  cotton  in  lines  on  rails  in  shipping  order  and  marked  a  portion  of  it  *■  L.  H." 
Betnf[  Infnrmed  that  that  mark  was  wrong,  he  afterwards  marked  it  "  O.  L.  H."  He 
bad  not  finlibed  when  certain  United  States  vesseli  came  up,  and  Simmons  stopped 
marking  and  working  at  the  cottoo.  These  vessels  seized  and  loaded  the  cotton,  and 
Simmons  immediately  infnrnt«l  Le  More  uf  the  fact  by  letter.  At  that  time  Le  More 
was  expecting  prrmits  to  transport  the  cotton  to  New  Orleans. 

Other  peraoni  have  laid  claim  to  thia  same  cotton,  but  np  to  the  time  of  the  •elEure 
of  the  cotton  by  the  United  States  vessels  neither  Ray  nor  Bimmonsj  noi  any  of  the 
nomeroun  persons  connected  with  the  transaction  except  tbn  immediate  friends  and 
eoDnectioDfl  of  tht  other  claimants,  ever  had  heard  of  any  other  claim  to  it  bnt  Qney- 
ronxe'e  and  Le  More  was  thns  in  the  qniet  possession  of  the  ootton  for  about  a  montli 
before  it  was  taken. 

Yonr  meniogalists  beg  leave,  by  way  of  anticipation,  to  draw  the  particular  atteit- 
tion  uf  the  honorablf  cummissioneTa  at  this  point  to  the  undonbt«d  ponsession  of  this 
cotton  by  Q.  A.  Le  More  A,  (Jo.,  throngh  their  twent,  ao  clearly  shown  by  the  facta 
and  circumatances  which  have  Just  been  noticed,  and  which  will  be  found  to  be  amply 
proved  by  the  evidence  to  be  anbmttted. 

When  the  United  States  veanels  came  np  t^  the  Onaohtta,  Jnlea  Le  More  had  pur- 
chased and  was  in  poaaession  of  three  lota  of  cotton,  to  wit,  fifty-nine  balee,  pnrcbasod 
from  one  Lozare  at  $1(50  a  bale,  paid  In  United  States  onrrenoy ;  S64  balea  pnr- 
H.  Ex.  235 — -19 
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abaaed  from  Joha  Pargond,  also  at  8160  s  bale,  in  United  States  cnrrency,  and  the  B30 
b^es  purcbaaed  &om  Qoeyrouie.  The  two  Tormer  tots  were  on  the  west  bank  of  lbs 
Oaaebita,  on  L&zara'a  plautafJon,  and  the  latter  on  Simmons's  planlation,  22  milea 
b«n)  Uonroe.  All  of  thia  cotton  was  seizeit  by  a  flotilla  of  the  United  Slates  anned 
TCMsls,  nnder  the  command  of  Lieutenant  Commander  James  P.  Foster.  It  was 
cliumed  as  prize  by  the  naval  capton,  carried  to  Cairo,  and  libeled  in  th«  district 
court  of  the  United  States  for  the  sontbem  district  of  Illinois. 

So  soon  as  the  memorialists  were  apprised  of  the  Bciznre  of  their  cotton  by  the 
Federal  naval  forces,  they  appealed  lo  the  French  leftation  at  Washington  to  demand 
for  them  the  lestiCution  of  their  property.  Housieur  de  Geofroy,  the  then  chorri 
d'affaires  at  Wii£hiii§;ton,  dniy  laid  the  matter  before  the  Hon.  W.  H.  Seward,  tEe 
American  Secretary  of  State.  The  latter,  in  the  presence  of  the  head  of  the  bouse 
of  G.  A.  Le  Uore  jk.  Co.,  and  also  in  a  written  communication  under  date  of  Aagail 
10,  ISGi,  snggetited  to  Monsieur  de  Geofroy  that  the  United  States  Government  could 
not  be  expected  to  accept  the  reBponsibility  fur  such  an  act  of  war  as  that  complained 
of  before  the  interested  parties  had  established  before  a  competent  court  tbo  title  by 
virtue  of  which  they  claimed  the  property  in  qnestion. 

Therefore  yonr  memorialists,  st  the  suKgestion  and  by  tbe  advice  of  the  cbarg^ 
d'affaires  of  tbeir  Government,  bnt  witb  the  full  reservation  of  ulterior  recomve,  se- 
cured to  them  by  tbe  law  of  natloDS,  to  the  intervention  and  protection  of  tbeir  own 
Government,  in  tbe  event  of  a  denial  of  Justice  to  them  by  the  oonrts  of  tbe  countiy 
whose  naval  authorities  had  committed  tbe  act  and  wronEof  which  they  complained, 
submitted  tbeir  claim  to  tbe  Unit«d  States  district  court  far  tbe  sontbem  district  of 
niinois,  in  which  their  cotton  had  been  libeled.  Id  tbe  mean  time  tbe  cotton  in 
([neetion  had  been  sold  and  the  proceeds  deposited  with  the  United  States  aasistant 
treosnier  at  Saint  Louis,  Mo. 

After  due  proceedings  bad.  two  decrees  were  rendered  by  the  court  in  regard  to  tbe 
cotton  claimed  by  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  tbe  flrst  dat«d  November  6,  18k>,  anA  the 
second  dated  January  6,  IStM!.  We  insert  them  here  verbatim,  beginning  witb  tbe 
Moond  iu  point  of  time. 

Deereeim  tlie  matter  of  ttoclnin  o/ 333ftalef  o/colton. 


Thk  Unites  States 


1,000  boles  of  u< 

This  canse  having  been  heard  at  this  terra  upon  the  libels,  the  claim  and  answer  of 
0.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  a  firm  consisting  of  Giistave  Andrd  Le  More  ami  Ltentinc  Le 
More,  claimants  of  333  bales  of  cotton  by  Jules  Le  More,  theil'  agent,  and  tbe  l«ati- 
mony  on  tile,  and  it  appearing  to  tbe  court  from  the  evidence  that  the  said  G.  A.  Le 
More  &.  Co.,  claimants,  are  the  owners  of  309  bales  of  said  cotton,  and  that  tbey  are 
subjecte  of  the  Umperorof  France,  not  residing  within  the  JnrlwHction  and  territory  of 
the  United  States.  And  it  further  appearing  to  the  court  that  the  said  308  bolesof 
cotton  went  lawfully  rei^aptured  from  the  enemy  by  the  United  States  eteamars  Block 
Hawk,  Eastport,  Lafayette,  Neosko,  Ozark,  Choctaw,  Osage,  Cbilicolbe,  Looisville, 
Carondel«t,  Benton,  Pittsburg,  Mound  City,  Essex.  Lexington,  Ouacbita,  Fort  Hind- 
man,  Crickett,  Gazelle,  Gal.  Price  Kinswood,  Jnliett,  Avenger,  and  Brown,  of  the 
Mississippi  itquadran  of  the  United  States  Hary,  commanded  by  David  D.  Porter,  rear- 
admiral,  and  that  said  vessels  are  entitled  to  military  salvage  for  said  capture. 

And  it  farther  appearing  to  the  court  that  the  gross  proceeds  of  the  sale,  amount- 
ing to  the  sum  of  |130,5T1.63,  have  been  deposited  with  tbe  assistant  treasuitir  of  tbe 
United  States  at  Saint  Louis,  subject  to  the  order  of  the  court,  and  that  the  taxea 
imposed  by  the  acts  of  Congress  and  the  trade  regulations  of  the  Treaanry  Depart- 
ment upon  the  said  309  bales  of  cotton,  amounting  to  the  sum  of  $4,932.35,  and  tbe 
expenses  incurred  by  the  marshal  for  weighing,  storage,  cooperage,  ^o.,  of  said  309 
bales,  amoonling  to  tbe  sum  of  11,099.52,  nave  been  pain  by  order  of  (he  conrt  oot  of 
said  proceeds,  and  that  the  sum  of  (494.40  has  been  allowed  by  the  court,  by  oonsent 
of  said  claimants  and  the  oaplora,  by  their  counsel,  and  paid  out  of  said  proceeds  to 
B.  H.  Corwine,  eaq.,  for  his  services  aa  a  counsel  for  ctaimanta.  And  now  this  oaose 
coming  on  for  fina)  decree,  it  is  ordered,  adjudged,  and  decreed  by  the  conrt  thai  tbe 
fellowbig  soma  be  allowed  and  paid  out  of  said  proceeds  for  cMta  and  charge*  in  this 
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CBDse,  inclndiiig  nsaal  and  reasonable  fees  to  the  connsel  tor  capton  (the  district 
Attomej  waving  any  alloiraiice  to  bim  aa  fees  for  hts  services  heroin),  to  irit: 

To  the  marshal ll.T'll  W 

TothoolMk 1,370  88 

ToCha.  Eajiiee,  ooaasel  for  captors 3,917  IS 

It  is  farther  ordered  aud  decreed  by  the  conrt  that  ont  of  the  residue  of  said  pro~ 
eeeds,  amonctiiiK  to  the  sum  of  til7,01S.71,  the  aam  of  |16,911.»1  be  paid  into  the 
Treasnry  of  the  United  Statfs,  to  be  distribated.  to  said  oaptora  as  military  salvage, 
in  acc()iilaiice  wilh  this  decrue. 

It  is  further  ordered  and  decreed  by  the  court,  that  after  paying  aod  satisfying  the 
coets,  charges,  and  salvage  aforesaid,  the  residne  of  said  proceeds,  amounting  to  the 
sum  of  IIWJ,  103.35,  be  paid  to  said  claimants. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  cleric  transmit  certified  copies  of  this  decree  to  the 
Seoretariea  of  tbe  Treasury  and  Nary  of  the  United  States,  respectively. 

Decree  in  tA«  Ratter  of  th«  clam  to  630  baUM. 


Trb  Unitbd  Stateb 


This  eanse  having  l>eeu  heard  npod  the  ll1>ol8,  the  claim  and  answer  of  Q.  A.  Le 
Uore  St.  Co.,  a  firm  consisting  of  Oustave  A.  Le  More  and  L6ontJne  Le  More,  claim- 
ant* of  B30  hales  of  cotton,  and  the  proofs  on  Hie,  and  the  court  having  considered 
and  beiDK  now  sufficiently  advised  in  the  premises,  finds  that  the  said  claimants  are 
not  entitled  to  the  said  800  bales  of  cotton,  or  tbe  proceeds  thereof. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  adjod^ed,  and  decreed  by  the  court  that  the  said  claim  be 
diamisaed  at  the  cost  of  the  elaiaants,  and  that  execution  issue  therefor. 

In  tbe  light  of  the  circnmstaneeH  nndAt  which  these  two  lots  of  cotton  were  pni- 
chased  bj'  Jntee  Le  More,  as  agent  of  the  firm  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  tc  Co.,  considering 
tbe  fact  that  the  two  purchases  were  made  nnder  like  conditions  of  time,  locality, 
payment,  possession,  end  removal,  the  honorable  Commission  would  undonbtedly  be 
at  a  loss  to  nnderstand  how  such  apparently  inconsistent  and  contradictory  decrees 
conid  bave  been  n^ndored  by  the  Ksme  court,  but  for  (he  expUnutiou  which  is  found 
in  the  "  opinion  of  the  conrt "  in  the  claim  for  830  bales,  n  tiich  is  liere  appended  in 
ftlll: 

OftiaioM  of  tht  United  Stata  iitiriU  oovrl, 

Xd  April,  1864,  the  United  SUtes  Navy  seised  910  bales  of  cotton,  on  the  banks  of 
the  Onachita  Kiver,  in  tbe  State  of  Louisiana.  That  part  of  Louisiana  was  then 
•object  to  rebel  dominion,  and  had  been  from  the  breaking  ont  of  the  t«l)ellion.  The 
cotton  was  brought  into  this  district  and  libeled  as  prize  of  war.  It  was  sold  under 
an  interlocutory  decree,  and  the  proceeds  deposited  to  the  credit  of  tbeeourt.  There 
ftie  thi«e  olaimants  to  these  proceeds:  Witbenbnry  &,  Doyle,  Grieff&  Zunts,  and  Q. 
A.  lie  Uore  i  Co.  Those  olaims  ore  now  snbmitteid  to  the  consideration  of  the  conrt. 
Tlie  proof  discloses  this  slate  of  facts  : 

1.  The  cotton  was  raised  by  Tatumand  Simmons,  near  the  place  ofseinure,  andaold 
by  them  to  the  Qovemment  of  the  so-caUed  Confederate  States  in  December,  166B. 

2.  Withenburj'  A.  Doyle,  being  citizens  of  the  State  of  Oliio,  purchased  the  cofton 
ftom  A.  W.  MoKee,  an  agent  of  the  Confederate  States,  in  January,  1864.  When  the 
r«t>eUiou  commenced  they  were  owners  and  masters  of  two  steamboats  running  be- 
tween New  Orleans  and  Upper  Louisiana.  With  these  boats  they  rendere<l  services 
to  tbe  Confederate  authorities.  The  cotton  was  sold  to  them  in  consideration  of  these 
■erviiKs.  They.however,  insist  that  the  services  were  rendered  under  compulsion. 
They  hod  the  permission  of  the  general  commanding  the  United  States  forces  in  the 
Department  of  the  Onlf,  to  pass  through  tbe  United  States  lines  into  Upper  Louisiana, 
and  bring  to  New  Orleans  and  sell  2,500  bales  of  cotton, 

3.  On  Uie  capture  of  New  Orleans  by  the  United  States  forces,  in  May,  18SZ,  the 
Louisiana  State  Bank,  a  monied  corporation,  located  in  that  city,  liad  on  hand  a  large 
•monnt  of  Confederate  currency.  Id  DecemlMT,  1862,  the  eomoiander  of  tbe  Unit«d 
St»tM  forsM  In  New  Orleaiu  aathorixed  the  bulk  to  dispoM  of  this  onrrenoy  in  Ui* 
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tmohaH  of  cotton  withia  the  rebel  lines.  Under  this  mrmiMloD  an  Bgwit  of  tba 
snk  psaaed  through  the  United  States  lines  into  Upper  fiTrnlnisns.  snrl  pnrnhsiirl  thti 
cotton  In  qnestioD  of  a  subagent  of  McKee,  in  August,  1863.  And  in  Uareh,  t8(M, 
the  bank  sold  the  cotton  to  Orieft'  3c  Zunts, 

4.  Earl;  In  U arcb,  1864,  Leon  Quey rooze,  a  naturalised  citisen  of  the  United  States 
residing  in  Nen  Orleaua.  purchased  the  colton  of  Bnokner,  an  agent  of  the  Confed- 
erate States.  And  later  in  that  month  Qneyronse  sold  the  cotton  to  O.  A.  L«  More 
tt  Co.,  oitiiens  and  residents  of  France. 


that  "  it  maj'  and  shall  be  lavfol  for  the  President,  br  prucut:  ,  . 

the  inhabitants  of  such  State,  oi  any  section  or  part  thereof  where  inch  insarreclioB 


5.  Section  5  of  the  act  of  Congrpsa  of  July  13,  1861,  among  other  thin|^  proTides 
■"    ■  " "  ........  ■.,-..     -^      ....  ucutmation,  to  deolarB  that 

,  ,  or  part  thereof  where  inch  insnrreclioa 

exists,  afe  in  a  state  of  insurreetion  against  the  Uuiled  States,  and  therenpon  all 
oommeroial  intercourse  b;  and  between  the  aame  and  the  citiiens  thereof  and  the  oit- 
Isens  of  the  rest  of  the  United  States,  shall  cease  and  be  aniawfnl  so  longaasoch  coD- 
dition  of  hoatillt;  shall  continue." 

The  same  section  also  contains  this  proviso :  "  That  the  President  may,  in  his  dis- 
oretion,  license  and  permit  commercial  inlercontse  with  any  such  part  of  aald  State 
or  section,  the  inhabitants  of  which  are  so  declared  in  a  slat«  of  Insnrrection,  in  anch 
articles  and  for  such  time,  and  hy  aucb  persons,  as  he,  in  his  discretion,  may  think 
most  condncive  to  the  publio  interest,  and  such  intercourse,  so  far  as  by  him  licenned, 
shall  be  conducted  and  oairled  on  in  pursuance  of  rulea  and  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasniy." 

On  the  ITth  uf  AugiiBt,  1861,  the  President  issued  a  proclamation  declaring  "that 
the  inhabitsntsof  the  sail)  States  of  Georgia. South  Carolina,  Virginia,  North  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Alabama,  Lonisiaua,  Texas,  Arkansas,  Mississippi,  and  Florida  Cexoest  the 
inhabitants  of  that  part  of  tbe  State  of  Virginia  lying  west  of  the  Allegheny  Moaut- 
ains,  and  of  sach  other  parts  of  that  State  and  tbeotherStatesbereinbefora  mentioned 
■a  may  maintain  a  loyal  adhesion  to  the  Uniou  and  Coustitntion,  or  may  be  from  time 
to  time  ooonpied  and  controlled  by  forces  of  tbe  United  States  eogaKod  in  the  disper- 
sion of  said  inturgeiite),  are  in  a  state  of  iusurrection  against  the  Uoit«d  States,  and 
that  all  commercial  tntercoarM  between  the  same  and  the  inhabitants  thereof,  with 
the  except  iona  aforesaid,  and  the  citizens  of  other  States,  and  other  parts  of  the  United 
States,  li  nnlawfnl,  and  shall  remain  unlawful,  until  snob  insoneotion  shall  oe*se  m 
lias  tMteD  suppressed." 

We  do  not  entertain  a  donbt  as  to  the  true  !Dt«Dt  and  Dieaniag  of  the  mat  of  July 
13,  1861.  Indeed,  the  language  is  so  dedr  and  explicit  as  to  render  diacasaion  nn- 
Iiecesaary.  The  act  Interdicts  all  commercial  intercoatae  between  tbe  loyal  and  in- 
■nrreotionar;  parts  of  tbe  Union  during  tbe  existence  of  the  rebellion,  except  what 
may  be  licensed  by  tbe  President,  and  conducted  ouder  reKalations  to  be  prescrilwd 
hy  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  It  expreissly  declare*  all  commeKial  iuleroootas, 
not  within  tbe  exception,  to  be  unlawful.  Prohibition  is  the  rule,  and  llceDao  the 
exception.  The  inhabitants  of  the  loyal  and  disloyal  districts  ate  rendered  incapable 
of  dealing  with  each  other  so  long  as  the  rebellion  oontiunes.  Even  contract  between 
them  not  fbnndedona  license  is  simply  void.    ItneitbnrpaaaestitlemorgiTM  bright 

The  act  iUTests  tbe  President  with  the  power  to  pat  the  proliibltion  Into  operation, 
and  deSne  the  llnilte  of  inanrgent  territory.  This  power  was  exerted  by  tha  pT«cla> 
tnatlon  of  Angoat,  1961,  and  iMm  that  dale  tbe  prohibmon  had  ftU  the  fbrea  of  poutive 

IftW. 

It  ia  clear  that  tbe  oontraot  between  Witbeubnry  Sl  Doyle  and  tbe  Canfi»der«ta 

rit  was  within  tbe  prohibition.  It  was  an  act  of  coumereial  interconrse  between 
aitizena  of  Ohio  aud  of  that  part  of  Lonisiana  In  insnrrectioD,  in  TiolaUon  alike 
of  tbe  letter  and  spirit  of  tbe  statute.  The  coniraot  was  therefore  nnll  and  Toid.  The 
claimants  acquired  no  title  to  the  cotton.  The  qneation  of  ownenhip  remained  un- 
affected by  the  transactions  between  the  parties.  They  bad  no  legal  capacity  to  trade 
with  each  other.  While  the  rebellion  continued,  it  was  not  io  tbe  power  of  these 
olaitnanta  to  acquire  title  to  this  property  except  through  a  license  ttom  the  President. 
It  ia  equally  clear  that  the  lK)Ui8iana  State  Bank  was  within  tbe  probibicioa.  It  is 
true  that  the  city  of  New  Orleans  was  originally  witbm  insurgent  territory;  hut,  on 
Ita  capture  and  permanent  occupation  by  the  United  States  foroee,  it  full  within  the 
last  exception  in  the  President's  proclamation,  and  ceased  to  be  in  a  etal^  of  hostility 
to  the  United  States.  Such  was  the  roling  of  tbe  Bnpreme  Court  of  the  United  Slates 
in  tbe  case  of  "The  Venice"  (2  Wallace,  tJ58).  And  the  President,  In  his  pioolama- 
tioQ  of  March  31,  1863,  in  again  defining  tbe  limits  of  the  insurrection,  expceaaly  ex- 
cepts New  Orleans.  And  this  act  of  tbe  President  was  prior  in  date  to  the  purchase 
hy  the  bank.  It  follows  tbiit,  after  the  Ctb  of  May,  ti3GS,  tbe  prohibition  extended  to 
the  inhabitants  of  New  Orlnans,  and  tbey  had  no  more  right  to  trade  with  Upper 
Louisiana  tban  had  the  inhabitants  of  Ohio  or  Illinois.  Nor  can  the  pnrohaae  of  tbe 
bonk  be  sustained  under  the  permission  of  tbe  commanding  general.  The  PreMdeot 
alone  oonid  authorize  commercial  dealing  within  tbe  Confederate  lineo.    Aa  tbs  bank 
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wqnired  no  titlsj  It  bad  none  to  transfbr  to  Qrieff  &  Znati.  TIib  latter  have,  then* 
Ian,  no  inleraot  in  the  propertj  in  dispute. 

The  eaae  of  Q.  A..  Le  More  A.  Co.  ia  Jnst  as  tne  from  doabt.  Qnsjroaze,  tbtongb 
whom  they  claim,  was  clrarlj  within  the  prohibition.  He  had  no  legal  capacity  to 
deal  with  the  Confederate  agent.  He  acquired  no  title  to  the  coCUin,  and  coDBft- 
quently  had  none  to  transfer  to  Le  More  A.  Co.  The  fact  thnt  they  were  uilizeai  of 
France  does  not  alter  the  case.  If  they  had  purchased  directly  from  the  Conf>»derate 
■^Dt,  perhapa  they  would  have  acquired  title.  But  it  la  uaeless  to  fnter  npOQ  the 
dibcUMJon  of  that  qneation.  It  is  enough,  foT  all  the  purposes  of  this  case,  to  eay 
that  they  received  no  title  to  the  cotton,  for  the  Teaaon  that  Queyrouie  haA  none  to 

ill  of  the  claima  moat  be  dismiiaed. 

nie  honorable  oommiMionen  perceive,  from  the  readiiiK  of  tbla  opinion,  that  the 
paint  npon  which  the  decree  of  the  court  in  the  claim  for  830  bslea  reate  is  that  hioa 
(laeyroiiEO  waa  a  lesident  of  New  Orleans— a  loyal  district— at  t)ie  time  when  be  oc- 
qnired  the  cotton  from  the  Conftdenite  Government,  and  that,  therefore,  under  tb« 

JroTisions  of  the  act  of  July  13,  liJOl,  probibitiug  all  iutercourse  botweeo  the  in- 
abitanta of  the  "loyafand  ''disloyal"  clisiricts  of  the  UDJted  8tat«a,  he  aoqnlred 
no  valid  title  to  the  colton  by  his  parchaee  frum  or  exchange  with  the  aeent  of  the 
Coofeilerate  Governinent,  and  could  itupBit  Done  to  (he  agent  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co. 
Against  this  propoRition  jonr  ineniorialiats  have  alwaya  prolest«d,  snd  do  now  pro- 
test. It  embodies  n  grave  etror  of  fact  (a»  to  the  political  status  of  QneyrouEe)  and 
an  error  of  law  (as  to  tho  effect  of  the  provision s  of  said  act  of  Congress  of  July  13, 
IHGl,  npon  the  purchase,  immediately  folloned  by  posaeasion,  by  Jules  Le  Mure,  the 
■gcDtof  a  neutral  foreign  fi  mi,  in  good  failh  and  for  a  valuabl  coosideration,  of  mov- 
able property  found  in  the  posse«Biun  o1  a  person  known  by  him  to  have  been  for  soma 
tiiue  pa«t  a  reaident  of  Mexico  and  not  a  loyal  citizen  or  inhabitaut  of  the  Uuited 
fitalea).     But  Ihe  diacueaion  of  this  mattBT  must  be  deferred  for  tbe  present. 

Fiom  the  decree  of  the  diatrict  conrt  of  the  United  Statea  for  the  southern  district 
of  lllinoii  your  msmorialiBte  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States, 
which,  at  ita  Decern tMir  t«rm  of  1(J67,  rendered  its  decision  afflrming  the  decree  of  the 
iofrrioT  court.  The  ground  for  thia  decision  le  found  in  the  following  extract 
from  the  opinion  of  tbe  court,  to  wit :  ''  Withenburr  and  Doyle  being  citiEeos  aad 
TMidenta  of  Ohio ;  Qneyrouze  being  a  citizen  of  Louisiana  and  a  resident  of  New  Or- 
leans, and  the  Bank  of  tbe  State  of  Louisiana  beinc  a  local  instilotion  of  that 
when  they  purchased,  their  pnrcbaaes  were  all  ilTogal  and  void,  and  passed  no 
to  the  vendcaa." 
While  yonr  memorialiata  are  not  prepared  to  affirm  that  the  Jnriadiction  of  the 

Siriie  conrta  of  the  United  States  does  not  extend  to  captures  on  land,  they  rrspect- 
ully  insist  that,  if  auch  Juriadiction  exists,  tbe  proper  snide  and  rule  of  deciaion,  in 
euea  where  the  righta  of  ueutrale  are  concerned,  abould  be  the  public  law  of  naiions, 
and  not  mere  local,  municipal  regulations  like  the  act  of  Congreaa  of  July  13,  1861, 
upon  which  the  two  above-mentioned  deciaiona  were  expressly  based.  Therefore 
jDur  memorialiata  claim  that  while  the  proceedings  in  these  courts  were  apparenclr 
rrgnlar  in  form,  they  were  aa  irregular  in  eaaence  and  In  fact  as  if  they  had  been  as 
inilia  affected  by  the  vice  of  want  of  Jnriadiction. 

Shortly  after  the  rendition  of  the  last-mentioned  judgment  the  late  Mr,  Caleb  Cnah- 
ing  discovered  that,  either  through  design  or  by  inadvertence,  the  printed  record  of 
the  case  which  had  lieen  prepared  for  snbmiasiou  to  and  ttie  nse  of  the  Judgea  of  the 
Bnpreme  Court  had  been  garbled  by  the  omisaion  of  the  auawer  of  Queyrnnze  to  a 
question  concerning  his  domicile  at  tlie  time  of  his  sale  of  the  cotton  to  LeMnre — the 

Jucstion  of  Qui^yroiize'a  domti^ile  being  the  most  vital  point  in  the  whole  case.  Mr. 
uehing  therefore  prespnied  to  the  court  the  following  motion  for  a  bill  of  review,  to 
wit; 

SnpreiDB  Coort  of  tbe  United  8tat««.    Deeembor  term,  1668. 

To  Its  BoKorcbJe  Chief  Ju»He«  atul  Juttiea  of  the  Supremt  Court  of  lit  Dniled  Stala : 

The  petition  of  Ouetave  A.  Le  Hare  and  L^ontine  Le  More,  trading  and  doing  bnsi- 
ness  in  tbe  name  and  style  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  rfispectfully  represents— 

That  in  a  certain  suit  which  was  Jept'oding  before  your  honow  at  the  December 
term,  ItXST,  entitled  G.  A.  Le  More  &.Co.,i-laiiDantsaDd  appellants,  against  the  United 
States,  on  appeal  from  the  circnit  court  of  tUeUuitedStatesforthBdistrict  of  Illinois, 
it  was  adjudged  and  decreed  by  yonr  honors  that  the  decree  of  said  court,  adverse  to 
your  petitiouers,  stand  afflrmed. 

Tnur  petitioners  further  represent  that  said  Judgment  of  this  court  was  formed 
solely  and  exclusively  upon  the  aseumptiou,  as  appears  by  the  opinion  of  your  honors 
ill  the  premises,  that  one  L6oa  Queyrouze,  under  and  by  sale  from  wboui  your  peti- 
tioDen  acquired  title  to  the  property  in  controversy,  was,  at  the  time  of  purchase  by 
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him,  iDCOtnpetent  to  liavQ  ftequiredortopnaa  title,  by  maRon  of  said  Qnoyronse  bainff, 
at  the  time  of  oucb  purchase  and  aale  b;  him,  a  citizen  of  the  State  of  LoniAiaoa,  reu- 
dent  at  New  Orleani. 

XoDf  petitiauers  farther  repraMnt  that  anoh  auumption,  bmohing  the  lawdenoa  of 
■aid  Qneytoiize,  n-aa  on  errot  in  fact,  aa  yoar  petitioDera  aver  and  ore  ready  toprovei. 

Your  petitioners  farther  represent  that  such  erroneous  aBsumption  aforeaaid  ap- 
pearB  (<■  hare  originated  in  errors  and  defects  of  the  printed  tranaciipt  in  the  huuU 
of  this  court. 

The  tranacript  of  the  record  of  said  oiccnil  oonrt.  aa  certified  to  thia  court,  oon- 
taina  th^depoaitioo  of  L&)n  Qoefronze. 

1b  the  printed  copy  of  said  depoaitton,  which  was  before  the  conrt  tn  the  argn- 
ment  and  decialon  of  this  case,  ia  found  the  following  passage ; 

"  Interrogatory  10.  Of  what  coantry  an  yon  a  natire ;  where  were  yon  rending 
at  the  time  you  aold  the  cotton  to  Le  Horet 

"  iDterrontory  11.  Have  yon  any  reaMn  to  know  that  Le  More  believed  yon  wan 
nentral  in  the  civil  war  then  raging  In  the  United  StateaT 

"Answer  to  Utb  iDterrogatory.  Tea;  ftom  my  declarations  to  him,  and  from  tha 
fret  of  my  being  a  Frenchman." 

Yonr  petitioners  fnrtber  represent  that  the  anever  to  the  lOtfa  iDterronlory  ia  want- 
ing in  eaid  printed  tranacript,  by  mistake  of  the  prlQt«r  or  otherwise,  but  is  found  in 
the  authentic  written  tranacript,  in  the  worda  following,  namelt ; 

"  I  am  a  native  of  France.  I  was  residing  in  Hoiico  at  the  time  I  aold  thia  ootton 
to  Le  More."    (Tr.,  p.  Ktl.) 

By  which  anawer  it  appeara  that  said  QueymuEe  waa  not,  at  the  time  in  queetion, 
areaidentuf  New  Orleans  or  of  the  Slate  of  Loaialana. 

Toor  petitionera  further  repreaent  that  n 
ord,  aud  that  said  QueyrouKe  in  fact  was  ni 
or  the  State  of  Loniitiaaa. 

Yonr  petitiouare  further  repreaent  that,  owing  to  th"  time  occupied  in  the  dlsena- 
■ion  of  other  parta  of  the  case,  this  particnlar  qneetion  of  fact  does  not  appear  to  hAv* 
bean  apeciGcally  discussed  by  counsel  or  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  cooit;  ito 
decisive  importance  becoming  apparent  only  in  and  by  the  opinion  of  your  honors. 

In  veritieation  of  the  malu  fact  your  petitionera  annex  hereto  a  deporition  of  said 
Qneyrouse,  tratifyiug  and  ahowine  In  fQI!  that  at  the  time  of  the  transactiona  ia 
qnextioD  ho  waa  not  a  resident  of  New  Orleaus  or  of  Louiaiana. 

Wherefore  yonr  petitioners  reapectfiilly  pray  the  court  to  have  before  It  the  record 
and  proceedings  tn  said  cause,  to  inspect  the  aame,  and,  for  the  correction  of  the  error 
afbreeald,  to  do  whatever  of  right  and  according  to  thelawaandonatomof  the  Unifead 
States  should  be  done. 

Br  C.  CCSHINQ, 

Cm»s«I. 


Snpreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  No.  107.     December  tenn,  1888. 

Q.  A.  Lk  Mors  &  Co.,  ci.4imamts,  appkllakts,  ^Appeal  troax  the  district  oottrt  of 
r.  >     the  United  States  for  the  aontli- 

Thi  Unitkd  Statks.  )     em  district  of  Illinois. 

Thie  ia  a  petition  that  the  conrt  will  cause  to  be  brongbt  before  it  the  record  and 
proceedings  in  a  cause  wbieh  waa  argued  and  disposed  of  by  decree  at  the  last  tem, 
■a  order  to  correct  an  error  in  the  printed  transcript  of  the  record. 

To  make  the  allowance  of  tbe  prayer  of  the  petitioners  available  to  them,  throngli 
the  correction  of  the  alleged  error,  it  wonld  be  necessary  to  recall  the  mandate  aMit 
to  the  inferior  court,  to  set  aside  the  decree  rendered  at  the  laat  term,  to  rehear  the 
cause,  and  make  a  new  decree.  Tbia  cannot  be  done  without  reverainE  tbe  settled 
and  uniform  practice  of  the  court,  and  tbe  petition  must,  of  oourso,  be  oenied. 

Thua  vour  memorialiata,  having  patiently  pnraned  and  exhsuated  every  remedv  m£' 
fbrded  them  by  the  judicial  tribunals  of  the  United  States,  were  compelled  to  bkTS 
leconrse  ag^n  to  tbe  intervention  of  their  own  Government  through  Its  diplomatlo 
repraentatire  to  obtain  a  correction  of  the  denial  of  justice,  «hich.  in  consequence 
of  the  imperfect  presentation  of  their  claim  and  a  vitaferror  of  fact,  they  had  aofferttd 
at  the  hands  of  one  branch  of  tbe  Ooveranieot  of  the  United  States. 

The  evidence  in  the  case  will  show  with  what  persistency  sacce»iiB  ministers  of 
nsnce  at  Washington,  moved  by  a  profound  sense  of  the  equity  and  Jnatiee  of  tbe 
claim  of  G.  A  Le  More  &  Co.,  for  the  reatitutionof  their  property  nignstlyteken  from 
then,  or  its  equivalent  in  money,  pi«s»ed  the  claim  before  the  American  Department 
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of  State.  With  the  peTmissioD  of  tbe  ComniiBsioii  tbe  memorialists  will,  aa  both  the 
nMMt  lucciDct  and  comprehenBlvH  mode  of  exbibitiog  tbe  vtews  and  reasoning  of  the 
repmentativea  of  the  tiro  Governmenta  upon  tbiB  matter,  preaent  here,  in  the  I&n- 
gnago  in  which  they  were  written,  tbe  com  man!  cations  of  tbe  Comtfl  (le  t''averney,  of 
■be  21it  of  Mar,  1^,  and  of  Mens.  Berth^niy  of  May  2.1,  1H70,  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  tbe  letter  of  tbe  Hon.  Hunitltoa  Fish  of  Jane  23,  1870,  iu  response  to  buth 

LtUtr  of  the  Comit  4e  Faventeg, 

WAaHiNSTON,  91  mat  18 
HoDsienc  Hamii.ton  Pisb,  bto.  : 

M.  de  Qtiottoj,  &  cette  jpoqoe  charxd  d'affaires  de  France  it  Washington,  a  ea,  fc 
pltuiears  repriaea,  et  notamment  le  13  JnlD  1U64,  I'honneni  d'apoeter  I'stttenCloD  dn 
MCT^talre  il'itM,  H.  Seward,  snr  nne  r^olamatioD  totai6e  par  aea  snjete  ftaooaie, 
MM.  Le  Hoie  Sc  Cie.,  &  la  auile  d'une  saiaie  de  cotooa  rip6r4»  an  moia  d'avril  de  I» 
mhne  aDn6e,  par  le  capitaine  Foater,  de  ta  marine  fiSd^rale,  snr  les  horde  de  la  rivjiie 
Oaaehits,  ea  Loaiaiane. 

Bon  excellence  M.  Seward  rdpondit  ft  oette  communication  en  date  dn  19  aodt 
nivant;  dans  oette  note  le  eeordtaire  d'etat  espoaait  ft  M.  de  Oeoftoj  I'intpoeai- 
bilit^  ott  M  trooTail  le  Oouvemament  dea  £tat«-Unis  d'occepter  aucnne  responsabiljttf 
poor  ce  fait  de  gaerre,  "taot  que  les  Int^reae^a,"  disait-il,' "n'anraient  pas  fait  con- 
BtaterdevaDt  I'antoril^jndleiaire  le  titteen  vertn  duqnel  ila  TevendiqnaieDt  les  mar- 
ehandisea  conSsqniea." 

Conform^ment  k  cette  indication,  MH.  I>e  More  &.  Cie.  ont  sncceasiTement  port4, 
lenr  affuire  devaut  la  coiir  de  dlatrict  d'lllinois,  ai^Keaat  coinnie  conr  de  priaea,  et' 
doTant  laConr  Suprfime  deafitats-Unia;  lenr  demanoefut^oart^  par  ceedeni  conn. 

Ceat  dana  cea  circonataucea  qno  lenr  r^clamatiou  fnt  atgnal^e  one  seconde  fois  k 
I'atteDtion  de  eon  excellence  H.  Seward,  par  M.  Berth^m; ;  ft  la  dute  dn  3  mai  1968, 
U  demandait  on  secr(!tsire  d'Stat  de  vouloir  bien,  en  exSentton  de  U  promesse  qna 
oelni.ci  avait  fa!t«  dana  aa  note  du  19  aoQt  1864,  appliquer  ft  la  rtelamation  de  HU, 
Le  More  ft,  Cie.  le  principe  de  droit  internationat  en  vertn  daqiiel  un  reconrs  direct 
an  GonTeroement  estrdeervi  atii6(rangerscoutre  lea  d^cisione  d'un  trilinna!  de  prises. 

Dee  raisDDB  grares  et  ap^ialea  d6turmiiiaieut  M.  Bertlt^my  ft  adreeaer  cetM 
demande  ft  H.  Seward;  MM.  Le  More  ini  nIBrmaient  qn'ilH  jtaient  en  meanre  de 
d^montrer  d'ane  fafon  aatiafataaate,  ft  I'aiile  de  dooumenta  antbentiqnea,  I'inezaoti- 
tnde  dn  fait  maMriel  anr  Ipqnel  se  fondait  I'arr^t  qui  las  condamoait. 

En  eSet,  le  alenr  Qiieyrouse  (cotnme  le  prourent  tea  pifecM  jnati  flea  Lives  annex^es  k 
la  note  de  M.  BeithSmy  en  date  dn  3  mai),  de  qui  MM.  Le  More  ft  Cie,  ont  acqnia 
directement  lea  cotona  qui  font  I'objet  de  leur  reclamation,  itait,  ft  r^poane  oil  cette 
veate  a  a  lien,  an  service  de  la  conKd^ration,  et  non  pas,  comnie  le  dit  l'arr6t  de  la 
Cour  SnertniB,  "h»  dtosen  del  Elalt-TJnis  naturalii^,  rAidonl  d  la  XoavtUe-OrUani." 

Vta-ft-via  dea  Strangers  comnie  l'*t«ient  lee  acqn^roare,  M.  Queyroum  ae  tronvait 
doDc  dans  la  nSme  position  legale  que  tout  autre  citoyeu  retwlle.  et  dfes  lore  ta  tran- 
uotion  intei^'enue  entre  em  et  lai  conetituaitft  leur  profit  un  titre  dont  la  validity  np 
Hnrait«tTeatteiute  par  la  section  V  de  I'actedu  ISjnilleC  1861,  interdisant  tont  com- 
merce entre  rUnion  et  les  S)ata  d6c1ar6s  en  inenrrectlon.  Ce  principe  avait  d'aillenra 
U6  Indirectenient  reconnu  par  l'arr£t  de  la  conr  de  diHtrict,  doot  les  conaid^ranta 
portent  qae,^iU  {Mli.  Lt  Mort  4-  Cie.)  avaitnt  aehtt^ direcUmmt  de  Fagettt  eoiifSdM,iU 
aaralflil  p«»t-ttr»  aapiit  aa  Hire." 

A  cette  demande,  M.  Seward  r^ponditen  communionantofflciensementftM.  B«Ttb£my 

lulCation  dn  chef  dn  bureau  des  rSclam aliens,  H.  Fesbine  Smith.     "Les  tb- 

"  J  disait  M.  Peabine  Smith,  "u'ont  pas  (lAmonti'd  qu'ils  ont  ripniad  toutea 
cea  t^galea  ponr  ^tablir  Jenrs  droits,  et,  Ah»  tora,  il  n'y  anrait  paa  Iten  poor 
•nx  ft  en  faire  I'objet  d'uue  dlacnsaion  diplomatique." 

U.  Peahine  Smith  engg^rait  alora  denx  nouveanx  modeade  reconrsft  laibatice  :  t". 
nnterrentiOD  devant  la  cour  de  Springfield  ft  I'oocaaion  da  jngement  quelle  allait 
lendre  le  moia  snlvant  (tenne  de  Jain)  ponr  ordonner  I'attribiition  an  tr^aordea  fonds 
proven  ant  de  lavente  des  cotona  aaisia;  2°.  I 'in  trod  action  d'une  in  atance  devant  la 
conr  dea  "  claims,"  ft  la  condition  de  la  presenter  avant  le  20  dn  mois  d'aoflt  de  la 
mtme  ann6e.  En  date  da  IQ  mai  M.  Berth^my  demauda  dans  nne  nonvelle  note  ft 
H.  Seward,  s'il  penistait  dans  les  cooclaaioaa  da  rapport  de  M.  Peabine  Smith  ;  cea 
BonclnsiODa  eoolevaient  en  effut  dans  I'eaprit  da  Minietre  de  France  lee  objections  lea 
pi  as  sinenses,  commeleproaveitaDote  ft  la  dateaus-meutiunnde.  M.  Eiewardr^pondU, 
cependant,  le  1"  Juin  anivant,  en  commnniquantft  M.  Berthdniyuae  nouvelle  oonsul- 
tatinn  de  H.  Feshine  Stnitb,  dana  laqaelle  oelui-ci  reprodnisait  et  maintenait  las  ar- 
gaments  da  la  preoiibre. 

Placto  en  presence  de  cea  falts,  MM.  Le  More  dnrent  dona  faire  un  nouvel  appel 
■ux  tribnnani.  Bar  ces  entrefaites,  iin  examen  attentif  de  tout  le  dossier  de  leur 
affaire  vtnt  lenr  expliqtier  t'err«ur  cooimiae  par  la  Conr  Supreme  lorsqu'elle  lea  avait 
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diboaUa  de  lenr  demande,  en  m  fondant  ant  oe  qne  Qneyronze  £tait,  ma  diiv  da  Jnge- 
ment,  citoyen  de  la  LonlsiaDe  pt  r^idaat  1  la  NonTella-OrliBna. 
Ce  fait,  qui  Mrrail  de  fondement  k  tout  Id  rHisoniieinent  de  la  Conr  SdiitAiim,  re- 

rait  ear  nne  erreur  uiatjrlelle,  comme  le  pronve  le  dossier  original  d6poM  an  greffe 
la  Cour.    Eq  effet,  on  lit  dans  I'lnteirogatoire  mmuuerit  de  Quefrouu; 

"  Queation  10.  Dane  qael  pays  AUa-voiiauij  oil  rdsidiez  vans  quandvonaaTaiTeodD 
le  cotoD  it  Le  UareT 

"  B6ponM.  Je  ania  ti6  en  France ;  J»  rMdaU  au  Mexique  quand  J'ui  vendn  le  ooton  k 
La  More." 

Or  cett«  T^poDM  d^ielve  dtalt  omise  dam  lea  dooamenla  imprimis. 

Cea  f aita  noaveaox  cfaangealent  I'aapecti^e  la  reclamation ;  en  cons^qnenc*,  MM. 
Le  Uore  se  d^oid&rent  b  poriernne  aeconde  foia  lenr  affaire  devant  la  Conr  Supreme; 
jlB  Ini  demand^rent  done  (teruie  de  d£cembre  1868)  de  se  falre  pr^aeoter  lea  docniuents 
originani,  et  de  decider  en  cona^nence  (petition  pr^sent^  a  la  Conr  BnprAme  par 
M.  Caleb  Caahinx.  oonaeil  de  MH.  Le  More,  torme  de  d^einbre  1£6B).  La  Conr  t)a- 
prSme  a  ptononcfiaon  Jugement  le22  moncouranti  elle  a  d^bont^  lea  demindenn  en 
M  fondant  snr  de  Blmplea  &ns  de  non-reoevoir,  tlrtoa  nniqueaioDt  de  aa  pratiqne  con- 
atante. 

C'etit  danacesoiTOonataDoeaaidlffSreiiteaqDejeBonmeta  de  nanveanibTotre Excel- 
lence la  reclamation  de  UH.  Le  Mon,  et  qae  Je  demande  en  lenr  nom  qne  cette  affaire 
•oit  examinee  par  le  dfipartemeot  ezecntil  du  Oonvernemeut,  de  maoiire&oe  qne  MM, 
More  pniuent  obteoir  enGn  Jiiatice. 

En  effet,  il  r6aulte  de  uet  eipoej : 

t.  Qae  dea  &ita  d'liae  importance  d6oiaive  poor  le  auccba  de  lenr  r6clBinatioD,  biea 

2ne  oonalgnda  dans  leur  doaaler  depoa^  k  la  Conr  BoprAme,  aont,  pour  dM  tolaont 
trangfares  k  MM.  Le  More,  reaC^a  euti^rement  inconnus  It  la  Cour. 
ti.  Que  ai  U  Conr  les  avait  conniia,  ila  euasent  probablenient  modifid  aa  decision. 
En  ce  qui  a  trait  It  la  nouveJle  instanoe  devant  la  cour  de  diatrict  de  Springfield, 
qne  conseillait  M.  Feabine  Smith  daus  aea  conaultationa  dn  18  mai  et  1"  Juin  18)i8, 
Iba  explications  qaeje  vlens  de  donneraurlBH  differences  en  ire  le  mauuscrit  et  ledos- 


appelee  k  Springfield,  ] 

Quant  ft  la  conr  des  "  olaLma",  en  admettant  m6me,  ce  qui  paralt  lo&niment  don- 
teuz,  que  cette  oonrent  pu  avoir  Jnmaisjuridiotion  dans  cette  affaire  MM.Le  More  ma 
font  obaerverqn'nne  question  deddee  sou  verainement  par  la  Cour  Supremeneponnait 
etre  portee  devant  la  cour  de8*'ciaims."  EnQn  je  doiafairoremarqner&Totie  Excel- 
lence qne  les  deiaia  pour  oommencer  nue  instance  de  cette  aorte  devant  oette.ooor 


n  toua  oaa  expires. 
Agreec,  etc., 


COHTE  PK  FATBHHET. 
Letter  of  Mr.  BertMmi. 


LfcaATioM  Ds  FitutCB  ADX  firATa-UKts, 

WaMxglon,  le  23  atai  1870. 
JTMiIsiir  le  S«aritaira  iTSlai : 

A  la  date  du  21  mai  1861:1,  M.  la  comte  de  Favemey,  alors  cbarse  d'affairea  de  Fraoee, 
adreasa  an  IMpHrtemeDt  d'Stat  une  note  relative  &  la  reclamation  de  MM.Le  More  A 
Cie.  II  y  Bxposait  la  aituution  dona  laqnelle  bo  trouvaic  placee  oette  affaire,  lea  tMm- 
mant«,  confurmeoieat  k  I'avia  qui  leur  avait  6t6  doune  par  le  Departament  d'Etat, 
ayant  epuiae  tops  ten  moyena  de  reoonrs  que  pnnrraient  leur  offiir  lea  tribunaox. 

Dana  le  couraot  da  iiioia  d'sofit  auivant,  MM.  Q,  A.  Ije  More  dt  Cie.  demandiiwitft 
H.  le  coiuto  de  Faverney  de  vunloir  bien  communiqner  an  Departement  d'Stat  an 
memolre  Iroprinie  oti  se  troiivaient  exposes  leurs  prinuipaux  arguments.  Ce  memolre 
TOQs  fut  egateineDt  trsnstiiia.  Toutefois,4  oette  6poque,  ii  avait  ete  impoiaihie  k 
MM.  0.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Cie.  de  se  procurer  lea  copies  antbentiques  de  certaina  dooa- 
meuts  d'une  graiide  Importance  pour  le  aucc4s  de  leur  cause.  Anjonrd'hal  its  lont  en 
poaaeaBion  de  oea  pieces,  et  ila  me  prlent  de  vous  les  soumettre  comme  comiiietant  1m 
prenves  precedemment  communiqneee  par  la  legation  a  la  Secretairerie  d'Elat. 

Ces  documnnta,  dunt  copio  autbeutique  est  ci-Jointe,  etablissent  qns  MM.  Q.  A.  Le 
More  &.Cie.reolamaient  deux  loUdecotoD.l'iin  da  3-£l  bailee  etraDtredeS%baIlM,q>ii 
avaieut  ece  vendua  k  Cairo  par  le  Marshal  dee  £!tata-Uuia  et  qn'ila  obtinrent  gain  de 
oanse  pour  le  lot  de  323  bslles  (Document  A). 

Dana  oette  premiere  affaire,  la  validlie  du  "stataa"  deHH.  Le  More  &  Cie.  oomine 
citoyens  francats,  scqudrenrs  de  bonne  fui,  et  leur  droit  k  reeouvrir  le  dit  lot  de  ooton 
fUrentJudioiairementreconnua par  laoourde district ;  leproduitdelaTeotpdn  coton, 
aprba  dedaetion  dea  fnUa  encourua,  lenr  fut  adjage  et  pajC 
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IT  de  distriot  reposent  tontes  deux  sur  dub 

e  conQriuesappoBeDt  &  tortqae  L^on  Qnsy- 

9,  qoi  avaitTBD^u  les  b30  ballrs,  ^tait  dooiicilij  i  la  Noavell»-OrleaiiB  an  moment 

obHM.  Le  Morei  Cie.  les  avaiant  a  -   '--  ^    '   =      "  " ' 

t>Dt  par  ]a  compurainon  du  doBsier  " 

lea  (locameutit  DiI^riHura  mentionnjg  ai 

Is  aeconde  r&ilaiuslioii  de  MH.  Q.  A.  Le  More  A  Cie.  aoit  envisage  au  mfime  point 

d«  vue  que  la  prHiuiftre  d^laite  bonne  «t  validef 

Ed  d'antne  I«rme«,  dans  Ik  premiere  de  oea  affaires  la  conr  4tBblit  en  favenr  dv 
UH.  G.  A.  Le  More  jt  Cie.  deg  prlnclpea  de  dmtt  et  d'^ail£  qui  ton  ^galemeut  ap' 
pliubles  k  la  neconde  et  qui  Ini  eiisseut  6t4  aaaur^ment  appliquda  Sana  I'erreac  oom- 
niiae  k  I'^ard  de  la  r^dence  de  L6od  Qnevrouze. 

En  ell'et,  ainsi  one  le  douier  le  conitaI«,  W  deux  lota  de  cotone  oat  4t6  aoqnis  dans 
"daa  oondilionB  ideutiquea"  de  tempR,  de  locality,  de  paiement,  de  poiaeaaion,  de 
dtiplacemeut,  etc.  La  mule  difference  consiste  en  oe  gne  UM.  Lo  More  &.  Cie.  aebe- 
tirent  leu  iiSi  ballea  de  Loiare  «t  Pargond,  taudis  qa'ila  achet^ent  lea  830  ballea  de 
L^D  QnejTODze. 
AKMel,eto., 

iierth£my. 

L«U^  of  Mr.  m«h. 

Dkpartmbiit  or  Statk, 

fPatkington,  29M  June,  1670. 

Sib:  I  bare  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  the  SM  of  lait 
montb  Id  relal.loD  to  the  claim  of  Hetan.  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  That  note  refers  to  a 
pr«vjona  one  addreswd  to  this  Dcpartineut  hj  the  Count  de  Favemey,  under  date  of 
the  itlst  of  Hay,  llJtiO.  It  appears  from  the  latter  and  its  inolusures  that  tbe  claim  of 
Messrs.  Le  More  had  been  adjudged  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  tbe  United  States  to  be 
nnfoiiDded  and  iuadmissilite  at  its  December  term  of  1U67.  That  decision  proceeded 
npon  the  sssamption  that  one  L^a  Queyrooze,  fW>m  whom  tbe  Messrs.  Le  More  ao- 
qnired  their  alleged  title  to  830  bales  of  ootton,  was,  at  the  tiuio  of  his  pnrohase  of 
Each  cotton  froiu  an  agent  of  tbe  late  rebellion  in  Texas,  hirnself  BoitizeQ  of  Lnnisiana 
and  a  resident  of  New  Orleans,  where  the  authority  of  this  GoTernmeiit  had  b<-cii  re~ 
established.  It  was  adjudged  upon  this  assampriou,  and  in  view  of  the  acts  of  Con- 
gress prohibiting  eomnieruial  Inlereoarse  with  the  iuhabituuts  of  the  States  in  insnc- 
rectlon,  i  hat  Queyruuze  could  not  acqnire  and  could  not  transmit  to  tbe  claimant  any 
Vftltd  title  to  the  cotton  in  question. 

It  fnnher  appears  that  at  the  December  term  of  1868  the  claimants  brought  to  the 
notice  of  tbe  Supreme  Conrt  that,  by  an  error  In  printing  the  transcript  ofevidence, 
tiM  sworn  statement  of 'Juoyrouze,  that  he  was  residing  in  Mexico  at  the  time  of  sell- 
ing tbe  cotton  to  the  claimants,  was  left  out  of  the  record  opon  which  tbe  conrt 
foDDded  its  jadgment.  -  The  court,  however,  assaming  the  correctness  of  this  state- 
ment, did  not  thinl(  it  proper  to  rehear  the  canse  or  take  any  other  step  towards  re- 
vening  its  previous  Judgment;  and  accordingly,  on  the22d  of  March,  1U69,  made  an 
ftrdeiT  ileQTiag  the  petition  of  the  claimants. 

Tbe  only  new  fact  brought  under  i^nsideration  by  tbe  note  to  which  this  ts  in  reply, 
ia  that  tbe  same  district  conrt  of  the  United  States  tor  the  soutbera  district  of  Illinois, 
which  ia  the  first  instance  denied  tbe  right  of  the  claimants  to  the  tJ30  bales  of  cot- 
ton now  in  auestion,  has  given  Judgment  in  their  favor  fur  the  proceeds  of  323  bales 
of  cotton,  which  it  is  said  were  acquired  nuder  the  same  condition s  of  time,  locality, 
possrssion,  removal,  &c,,  the  only  difference  being  that  the  321  bales  were  purchased 
from  Lazare  and  Parguud,  while  the  U3»  bales  were  purchased  Irom  Queyrouze. 

All  that  can  be  properly  infi;rred  ttoni  this  statement  is  that  Messrs.  Lazare  and 
Pargond  were  nnder  no  such  disability  of  trafQcking  with  tbe  rebels  as  were  aunmed 
to  affbct  ^ueyrouie. 

I  need  not  remind  yonr  excellency  that  iu  order  to  Jostify  a  reclamation  against  the 
final  decision  of  a  court  of  last  resort  it  must  be  shown  that  there  lias  been  a  niani- 
fitstfailnre  of  justice  in  a  case  admitting  of  no  reasonable  doubt.  Every  presumption 
is  in  favor  of  the  Judgment,  and  he  whosssalis  it  lies  under  the  bnnlen  uf  proving  pos- 
itive error.  It  is  not.  sufficient  that  from  any  mischance  or  inadvertence  theopiuion  of 
the  Judges  Las  declared  an  inadequate  reason  for  their  Judjjment,  if  any  good  reason 
can  be  found  to  support  it.  In  the  case  under  consideration  I  must  believe  it  to  havo 
been  the  Judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court  that  tbe  little  scrap  of  evidence  which  ap- 
peara  to  nuve  escaped  its  notice  on  the  original  hearing  would  not,  if  it  bad  then  been 
before  the  Judges,  have  affected  their  cone  I  nsi  tins.  It  is  not  iucumlient  upon  me  to 
traee  tha  line  of  argument  whioh  the  conrt  wonld  have  pursued  if  the  facts  had  Iraen 
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preseated  bI  tbe  original  hearing  in  the  aune  form  they  are  now  snbmitted  to  me,  and 
Bs  tbttf  were  Bubniitt«<l  to  the  conrt  on  tbe  applicution  for  a  rebraring.  They  warn 
in  HiltHitnnce  that  L^ua  QneyrouEO,  a  native  or  France,  lint  naturalized  citiien  of  the 
United  States,  a  major  in  the  militia  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  Bubaeqnently  in 
the  rebel  army,  was  wouuded  and  captured  at  the  battle  of  Shi  (oh  ;  that  while  nnder 
detention  at  New  Orleans  be  repeatedly  refuxed  to  take  tbe  oath  of  allegiAnce,  and 
was  finally  discharged  by  tbe  order  of  Hajor-Generat  Biitler  nnder  condition  of  hia 
Absenting  himself  from  tbe  United  States.  He  went  to  MaTana,  Bnd  from  thenoe, 
alter  remaining  abont  four  months,  to  Hatamoms,  in  Mexico,  from  whence  he  made 
oocosioaal  iuoiindons,  as  pleasure  or  intereat  dictated,  into  those  parts  of  Texas  aai 
Louisiana  which  for  the  time  were  occupied  by  the  rebel  forces.  Upon  one  of  tT 
Journeys  be  purchased  the  cotton  in  '"  .    •-• 

which  ooQtroLed  the  lebel  operatfoi 


Upon  these  facts  I  think  it  may  be  Jnstly  B^ned  that  LAon  QneyroaM,  bauislMd  in 
effect  ttom  the  United  States  beuanse  of  his  stubborn  disloyalty,  obtained  no  «zeiiip> 
tion  from  the  restriction  against  commercial  intercoucne  with  the  rebehi  whteb  rMtM 
npon  citizens  of  nnstained  patriotism.  Tf  he  could,  it  would  convert  a  puniahmflot 
into  a  privilege.  It  would  open  to  a  person  known  to  be  hostile  to  the  Govcmmeirt 
a  tree  avenue  to  a  traffic  so  seductive  and  oorrnpting  that  the  common  JodgmeDt  of 
civiliied  nations  has  denied  it  to  the  moat  loyal  and  aaserving. 

If  tb«  phraseology  of  our  statutes  be  construed  as  failing  to  reach  Queyrouae  beofeiue 
he  had  not  his  local  habitation  in  a  loyal  district,  it  Is  to  be  observed  that  theae  stat- 
utes are  simply  in  affirmance  of  the  well-recognixed  rule  of  public  law  which,  in  th* 
laognage  of  Chancellor  Kent,  "haa  pot  the  ating  of  disability  into  every  kind  of  Tol- 
antary  commiiliication  and  contract  with  the  enemy  made  without  the  Bpeeial  penuis- 
■iOQ  of  tbe  Government," 

It  can  scarci-ly  be  necessary  to  remark  that  a  ciUaon  of  the  United  States.  wbetlMr 
within  or  without  their  territorial  Jurisdiction,  oan  never  be  recognized  as  haviUK  tlM 
•hataoter  or  right  of  a  neutral.  The  obligations  of  hie  allegiance  ding  toMm,  tiaw- 
ever  he  may  affect  to  disregard  or  endeavor  to  evade  them. 

Impmsed  by  such  considerations,  tbe  Executive  Department  cannot  addnM  to 
Congresa,  which  alone  haa  the  power  to  compensate  the  HessiB.  Le  Mon,  any  mocwi.- 
meDaatioo  of  Uielr  claim. 
Acoept,  sir,  &c., 

HAMILTON  FI8H. 

On  another  ocoaaion  ttie  fallacy  of  the  ftrgnment  contaiaed  in  the  fbregofng  com- 
mnnication  of  Mr.  Fish — particularly  that  portion  nf  it  which  relates  to  the  tni« 
meaning  and  proper  inlorprctation  at  thepO'Called  "non-interconraeaot"  of  CongroM 
of  July  13,  IK61— will  be  diacusned  and  combated  at  length,  but  it  may  not  be  amias 
to  call  tbe  attention  of  the  Cnrnmisalou  at  this  point  to  the  singular  and  illoglekl 
position  assumed  by  the  Sporetary  of  State  in  the  sentence  we  have  italiclMd,  ao  fiar 
as  it  denicH  to  QneyrouEe  the  name  rlgbt«  and  privileges  accorded  to  the  millftma  of 
other  residents  of  the  Confederate  States  who  bnd  been  citisefis  of  the  United  Stataa, 
If  a  citiien  of  tbe  United  States,  whether  within  or  without  their  territorial  Jtntedie- 
tion,  "  can  never  be  recognized  as  having  the  character  or  right  of  a  neatnt "  and 
"  the  obligations  of  hix  allejiiBnce  cling  to  him,  however  he  may  disregard  or  endeaTOP 
to  evade  them,"  how  does  it  happen  that  the  Judicial  and  other  departmenta  of  th» 
Qovemment  have  recognized  in  hnndreda  of  Instauoes — among  otbera,  In  the  eaae  ttt 
tbe  purchase  by  Jules  Le  More  of  59  bales  of  cotton  fh>m  Alexander  Laiare — tb* 
perfect  right  of  individuals  who  had  renonaeed  their  former  cititenahip  and  thair 
allegiance  to  the  United  States  and  bad  embraced  tbe  cauM  of  the  Confederacy  to 
trade  with  that  Oovernment  and  other  individuals  similarly  cironmstanced,  and  wilb 
nentrals  t  Tbe  gist  of  Mr.  Fish's  argument  Is  that  Qnejrouie,  having  been  ODca  » 
citizen  of  tbe  United  States,  could  not,  nnder  the  law  of  nations,  lose  aooh  eltiaeo- 
•hip  either  tbroDgb  banishmeut  by  the  French  autboritiea  or  by  volnntary  expatri»- 
tion.  This  assatimtion,  besides  being  in  direct  conflict  with  the  principle  of  the  lib- 
erty of  selt'eKpatrlation  sostreniiousTy  insisted  upon  by  the  Ooremmentof  the  Unitad 
States  since  its  foundation,  seeks  to  establish,  in  rehteuce  to  the  claim  of  your  mm- 
morialietii,  a  rule  of  constmotion  and  decision  as  to  the  status  and  acta  of  Qneyronaa 
different  froin  that  which  tbe  various  departments  of  tbe  American  OovemmeBta  bar* 
long  since  adopted  as  to  tbe  status  and  acts  of  other  peraone  itfeoted  by  the  Ameri- 
can oivil  war. 

Tbe  evidence  to  be  anbioitted  will  show  that  Qaeyronze  was  banished  from  Ifaw 
Orleans  and  the  Unite<l  States,  after  hia  recovery  nom  wounds  received  as  a  Canfad- 
erat«  officer  at  tbe  battle  of  Sbilob,  becanae  of  bis  bitter  hostility  to  tbe  Union :  tbat 
he  took  up  his  resldenee  in  tbe  city  of  Matamoros.  Mexico,  and  there  eatablished  him- 
■elf  in  commercial  busineaa;  that  during  hia  reaiaence  there  the  Confederate  Oorem- 
ment  took  poeacBBion  of  415  bales  of  cotton  which  be  had  acqniied  in  the  ooorae  of 
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his  biMtitMi ;  tfaftt,  by  wtty  of  inilemDity,  he  WM.offpTed  donblethia  qnantity  of  cotton 
on  the  bknka  of  Ifae  Onaohitia  River,  thieoffbr  beiug  mode  in  jiurBnaDce  of  tbepraiv 
Uon  which  hwl  been  establiahed  of  Bllowing  two  bnlea  in  an  exposed  Bitnatioa  for 
emy  baJe  that  waa  taken  at  a  place  beyoud  the  reach  of  tho  eaemy,  and  that  Quey- 
ronae,  baviog  gone  to  tbe  Ouachita  region  to  obtain  poascBeioD  of  these  830  bales  of 
oottOD,  tbere  reo^ived  tbem,  and  aboi'tly  afterwards  sold  them  to  your  meaorialUts, 
aetlov  thiongh  tbetr  agent,  Jnles  Le  Mors,  fur  a  valnable  consideration. 
If  dts  whole  traiuaolion  was  not,  in  the  eyea  of  the  law  of  nations,  a  perfectly  lo- 

SUmat*  ono— «■  mnoh  so  at  if  Queyrouze  had  been  at  the  time  a  resident  of  Havre— 
en  yoar  meiuoTialuts  are  at  a  loea  to  nnderatand  bow  any  transaction  between  the 
ConfederatB  GoTerninent  and  neutrals,  or  between  that  Ooremmeat  and  the  persons 
BoknowtedginK  ito  aoTeielngty  and  giving  to  it  their  ailbesion  and  allegiance,  could 
have  reoeiTed  from  the  United  States  and  foreign  powers  the  stamp  of  legality. 
(Jtieyronze  waa  what  hod  been  called  a  "  violent  rebel."  He  not  only  refused,  on  his 
Tetnni  from  Sblloh,  to  take  tbe  oath  of  aIlef!iaQoe,  but  actoallv,  in  reponse  to  a  pioc- 
Ismatlon  of  Qeneral  Butler  of  Heptember  84,  IH62,  registered  himself  as  an  enemy  of 
the  United  Btatea.  He  waa  devoted,  heart,  body,  and  sonl,  to  the  oaose  of  the  Con- 
ftdarmoy,  and  had  given  proof  of  reroarkable  peraonal  valor  at  flhilob.  But  for  ph^»- 
intJk  diaabilitiee  reanlting  fVom  severe  wounds  he  would  bave  contjnned  In  the  mill- 
tsTT  BBTTice  of  tbs  ConfederBcj^,  He  establiabed  himself  in  biwinesa  at  Matomoro*, 
with  a  view  of  providing  for  himself  a  nonifortaUle  livelihood.  So  deep-rooted  waa 
bis  davatlon  to  the  Confederate  canse  that,  after  tbe  wM",  he  coutd  with  difflonlty  be 
praTailed  npon  by  his  friends  to  rctnm  to  Louisiana. 

Snoh  waa  the  oaner  of  the  person  whose  acceptance  of  830  bales  of  cotton  from  tho 
Confederate  Government  b^  way  of  indemnity  for  41!>  bales  taken  ftam  htm  is  sonsht' 
to  be  stamped  with  illegality  and  nullity  to  the  pnijadice  and  rotn  of  a  neutral  Srni 
aetlng  in  good  fkith  and  engaged  in  an  enterprise  honotsble  In  itsttif  and  sanctioned  by 
the  law  of  nations.  If  Queyronse's  transootion  with  the  Confederate  Qovemment 
wo*  illeg^  and  void,  every  act  of  sale,  every  transfer  of  property,  every  controet  of 
marriase  made  within  the  lines  of  the  Confederacy  daring  its  eiiBtenoe,  waa  eijuall^ 
nnll  and  void.  The  mere  statement  of  the  proposition  is  sufficient  to  eatabliah  iU 
nntenSbUity. 

At  the  outbreak  of  the  war  between  the  Northern  and  Southern  States  Queyroae* 
Tsnonnoed  his  allepanee  to  the  Union  and  became  a  citizen  of  tbe  Southern  Confed- 
eracy. Louisiana  had  been  bis  residence.  By  virtue  of  the  proclamation  of  the 
Preaident  of  August  16, 1861,  and  of  several  acts  of  the  Federal  Congress,  the  inhabit- 
ants of  that  State  and  others,  so  long  afl  they  remained  In  a  state  of  armed  hostility, 
were  retarded  and  treated  as  enemies  of  tbe  Uuil«d  States.  By  tbe  haiard  of  war 
QonronEe  waa  brought  to  tbe  city  of  New  Orleans  in  the  spring  of  itiffi.  In  order  to 
avoid  and  eaeape  even  the  presumption  of  loyalty  that  might  nave  attached  to  him 
upon  the  occopation  of  the  city  by  the  Federal  troops  Ue  registered  himself  as  an 
snemy  of  tbe  United  States.  So  far  from  resisting  the  banishment  with  which  he 
waa  threaterled,  he  volnntarily  expatriated  himself. 

Thns,  by  every  act  in  bis  power — hy  taking  up  arras,  by  formal  self-iegletration  oa 
an  euony.by  constant  act  and  word,  by  self- expatriation,  and  by  foreign  residence — 
be  renounced  bis  allegiance  to  and  citizenship  in  the  United  Stutea,  and  proclaimed 
his  devotion  to  the  Confederacy.  If  these  acts  be  not  sufficient  to  operate  a  change 
of  eitlienship  and  domicile  In  the  eyes  of  the  American  Oovemment.  then  your 
memorialists  respectfully  submit  that  the  American  doctrine  of  liberty  of  expatria- 
tion must  be  abandoned,  tbe  treaties  of  tho  United  States  with  foreign  (lovernmenta 
OD  Ui»t  sDbJect  shoald  be  abrofcated,  and  the  American  people  must  renonnoe  one  of 
the  d«ai«8t  tenets  of  their  political  creeit  and  revert  to  the  ancient  English  doctrine; 
"Once  a  oiticen  always  a  oitlxeu."  Bncb  a  thing  as  involuntary  oitizenahip  is  foreign 
to  tha  spirit  of  American  institutions.  Atter  (jneyrouzo's  expatriation  the  United 
States  uoTcrameDt  owed  him  no  protection,  and  he  owed  that  Government  no  aUe- 

Yonr  memorialists  have  dwelt  at  length  upon  this  branch  of  their  claim  beeanaa 
tbe  advoree  deciriuns  from  wbicb  they  have  so  long  suflered  and  against  which  they 
have  so  often  protested  have  been  made,  both  by  tbe  courts  and  the  State  Depart- 
ment, to  tnm  upon  the  political  status  of  Qiieyroiize.  Yonr  meoioriulistB  now  respeot- 
ftilly  submit  that,  having  exhausted  alt  tbe  remedies  afforded  theoi  by  the  power 
against  tbe  acta  of  whose  authorities  they  complain,  tbey  are  entitled  to  seek  a  ro- 
dress  of  their  grievances  from  the  honorable  Commission  established  to  eSect  a  peaoe- 
sble  settlement  of  claims  of  French  and  Amerieau  citizens  against  the  Govemmenta 
of  the  United  States  and  France  respectively.  The;  believe  that  they  have  brought 
tbenuelves  within  tbe  rule  established  by  long  usage  and  precedent  as  to  the  tim* 
when  and  cironmstances  nnder  which  a  private  citizen  who  feels  himself  aggrieved 
by  the  sentanoe  of  a  prize  court  of  a  foreign  Gtate  may  apply  to  bis  owo  State  for  a 
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them 

lutral  power  had  oe«n  iinproperlj  condemned  in  b  prin)  oonil,  iajb,  qauUng 
ftud  adopting  Eatlierforth : 

"The  imperfeotion  of  the  Tolonta^  law  of  natioai,  in  Iti  present  ttate,  CAonot 
oppoM  an  effectual  bar  to  tlie  claim  of  a  neutral  Governmeat  seeking  iudemnitj  for 
Its  BDb]ect«  who  bate  been  ai^astly  deprived  of  their  property  nuder  the  eni>- 
neouB  adminiatratiOD  of  that  law.  ■  •  -  The  moment  thedecision  of  th«  tribnoal 
of  the  last  resort  baa  been  pronouDoed  (snppoiiiDg  it  not  to  be  warranted  b;  the  Ctet* 
of  the  case  and  b;  the  law  of  nations  applied  to  those  facts),  and  Jnstioe  has  been 
tbas  flDall;  denied,  the  capture  and  oondemnatioii  become  the  aots  of  the  St»te,  for 
irtiioh  the  sovereiRn  is  responsible  to  the  GoveniDient  of  the  claimant.  ■  •  •  The 
tribnnaU  of  a  State  are  but  a  part,  and  only  a  snbordinate  part,  of  the  {roTemmeiit 
of  the  State.  Bnt  tho  risht  of  redress  against  injarions  acts  of  the  whole  Oovera- 
ment,  of  the  snprenie  antnoritT,  incoDtestablr  exists  in  foreign  States  whose  eubjecta 
hare  saffFred  b;  those  acta.    Haeh  more  olearlj,  then,  must  it  exist  when  thoee  aeie 


nroceed  from  persons,  anthontiee,  or  tribunals  reeponsil 
Irrespansible  to  »  foreign  OoTemment  otherwise  than  t 
eign."    (Wheaton'e  International  Law,  by  Dana,  tea.  3! 
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thongh  this  sentence  should  happen  to  be  erroneous,  becanse  it  hae  a  completo  juria- 
diction  over  their  persons.  Bnt  the  other  parties  to  tbecontroverBv,  as  the v  are  mem- 
bers of  another  State,  areonl^  bound  to  submit  to  its  sentence  so  far  as  this  Bsntenae 
is  agreeable  to  the  law  of  nations  or  to  particular  treaties.  ■  ■  ■  If  juatice,  tbere- 
fore,  is  not  done  to  them  thev  may  apply  to  their  own  State  for  a  lemedr.''  ilbid.,  see. 
393.) 

"In  oonformit;  with  these  principles  the  United  States,  nnder  the  treaty  of  17M 
with  Oreat  Britain,  obtained  indemnity  for  Iier  citiiens  in  cases  where  there  had  bcon 
a  final  sentence  of  condemn  atioD."  (Ibid.,  sec.  395.)  "So  the  United  States  obtained 
similar  indemnities  nnder  the  treaty  of  March  98,  1830,  with  Denmark."  (Ibid,,  see. 
387.  i 

"The  true  nature  of  a  price  tribunal  may  be  described  by  a  phrase  for  which,  in- 
deed, I  find  no  precedent,  bnt  whiuh  is  neverthelesa  appropriate,  an  inquest  by  the 
SUte."    (/Ud.,  Dana's  note,  lB6,se«.  388.) 

"The  reeponsibility  for  the  capture  and  ooodenination  tying  npon  the  State,  as  a 
belligerent  act,  the  State  is  not  bound  b;  a  favorable  decision  of  iu-  own  trilranaL 
It  may,  and  should,  notwitfa standi dc  the  decree  of  condemnation,  make  reiAitiitiiHi 
or  compensation  on  the  demand  of  the  sovereign  of  the  claimant  if  Justice  ■  •  • 
require  it."    (/Md.) 

("rom  these  citations  we  submit  that  the  law  is  clear,  that  if  the  claimanta  hare 
been  deprived  of  their  property  by  the  erroneous  jadgment  of  the  prize  Donrta,  the 
United  States  are  bound  to  indemnify  tbeiu. 

Concerning  the  question  of  the  proper  time  for  the  intervention  of  the  Claimanta,  Mr, 
Wheatou  lays  down  the  rule  as  follows  : 

"If  Jnstioe  hasnot  been  done  to  them  (the neutral  claimants)  they  ma^  ^pplj  to 
their  own  State  for  a  remedy.  *  *  *  la  order  to  determine  when  their  right  to 
apply  to  their  own  State  begins,  we  must  inquire  when  the  exclosive  right  of  the 
other  State  to  Judge  in  the  conlToversy  euds.  As  this  exclusive  right  is  nothing  else 
but  the  right  of  the  State  to  which  the  captors  belong  tu  examine  into  the  conduct 
of  its  own  members  before  it  become  answerable  for  what  they  have  done,  such  ex- 
elusive  rijiht  cannot  end  until  their  conduct  has  been  thoronghly  examined.  •  ■  ■ 
Since,  thereftire,  it  is  usual  in  maritime  countries  to  eatablish  not  only  inferior  oooita 
of  murine  to  Judge  what  is  and  what  is  not  lawful  prise,  bnt  likewise  superior  courts 
of  review,  to  which  the  parties  may  appeal  if  they  think  themselves  aggrieved  hj 
the  interior  courts,  the  subjects  of  a  neutral  Stale  can  have  no  right  to  sppty  to  their 
own  State  for  a  remedy  against  au  erroneous  sentence  of  an  inferior  court  till  they 
have  appealed  totbe  superior  court,  or  to  the  several  superior  courts,  if  there  are 
more  courts  of  this  sort  tliau  one,  and  till  the  sentence  has  been  confirmed  iu  aU  of 
tbvm.  ■  *  •  Aiter  the  sentence  of  the  inferior  court  has  been  thus  conBraied  the 
foreign  claimants  may  apply  to  their  own  State  for  a  remedy,  if  they  think  then- 
selves  sEgrieved."    (Wheaton,  sec.  333.) 

But  the  claimanta  do  not  rest  their  claim  exclusively  npon  the  capacity  of  Qney- 
Touce  to  treat  with  the  Confederate  Qovemment.  They  will  at  the  proper  time  re- 
quest the  representative  of  their  Qovemment  to  urge  before  this  honorable  Commt*' 
Bion  the  propositiun  that  the  undoublad  possession  of  the  cotton  acquired  by  Jules  Le 
Uore,  the  agent  of  your  memorialists,  in  good  faith,  and  for  a  valuaule  oonsidsratioD, 
was  alone  sufficient  under  the  code  of  Lonislana,  which  should  govern  the  transao- 
tion,  and  also  by  the  common  and  civil  laws,  to  vest  the  property  absolutely  in  the 
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claimantM,  whether  Qneynmze'a  title  was  bad  or  good,  and  tliBt  ite  aeiznro  by  th« 
Daval  forcM  of  the  United  State*  was  otterl;  aDwaiTanted  and  Illegal. 

Tonr  memorialiita  fnrthpr  repreeciit  that  it  will  appear  from  a  certificate  of  Febm- 
■17  16,  DfTO,  of  Qrorge  P.  Bowen,  clerk  of  the  distTiot  court  of  the  United  States  for 
tbe  HtatheiD  diitrict  of  IIIiDois,  tbnt  the  gross  proceeds  of  the  sate  uf  the  RtO  bales 
claimed  by  your  memorial istti  ai'ionnted  to  the  sum  of  |')50,7*2S,4il,  and  that  the  coats 
■nd  expenses  paid  out  of  said  gross  proceeds,  inclndinE  the  expenses  of  weighing, 
■loTsge,  carting,  and  rebalioe  iif  said  cotton,  and  the  (^ited  States  taxes  and  assess- 
tDcnls  thereon  amounted  to  the  sum  of  |41,566.0tl. 

Yonr  memoralisis  have  never  understood  how  the  ohardes  upon  this  lot  of  ootton 
Donld  have  legitimately  amounted  to  so  large  a  sum;  hut  if  they  are  conolndod  by  tha 
ccrtiBcate  above  i[ientloDed,  then  the  principal  of  their  olaim  amounts  to  {309,160.40, 
and  npoD  this  principal  sum  they  claim  and  ask  for  the  payment  of  interest  at  th« 
rate  of  6per  ornt.  per  annnm  from  June  22,  1864,  the  date  of  the  sale,  notil  theolose 
of  the  official  existence  of  this  honorable  Commisnion. 

Tour  memorialists  have  for  many  years  patiently  yet  nnoeaslngly  proseeulcd  this 
just  claim  fur  the  valne  of  property  wrongfully  seized  and  token  from  them — at  what 
expense  uf  time,  trouble,  and  mouej  it  is  ueedlesa  to  slate.  They  have  grown  gray 
in  this  prolonged  bHttte  for  their  rights,  and  they  now  welcome,  as  the  means  of  finallj 
olitainiog  that  Justice  which  is  their  due.  but  which  has  lieen  so  long  donied  to  them, 
tbe  opportunity  furnished  them  by  the  establishment  of  this  honorable  Commission 
to  laylbeir  claiiu  before  an  impartin!  tribunal  commissioned  to  carefully  examine  and 
decide,  according  In  the  principles  of  public  law.  Justice,  and  equity,  the  CEisesof  pri- 
vate ciliiens  appealing  fur  the  redress  of  wron)(s  committed,  inadvertently  or  design- 
edlj,  by  powenul  Governments  in  times  of  war  and  public  diiturbauce,  when,  amid 
tbe  clash  of  arms,  tbe  voice  of  (he  law  is  stilled. 

Wherefore  ynur  memorialists  pray,  the  premises  considered,  that  an  award  may  be 
made  by  this  honorable  Comniiwinn  in  their  favor  and  against  tbe  Oovemment  of  tho 
United  Slates  fnr  the  sum  of  S.tfK),lG0.40,  with  Lnterost  thereon  at  the  rate  of  6  per 
cent,  per  annum  from  June  22,  lUd,  until  the  close  of  the  offlolal  existeaoeof  thishon- 
orable  Commission.     And  your  memorialists  will  ever  pray. 

Q.  A.  Lb  UORE  A,  CO., 
By  their  attorney  in  fact,  JULES  LB  MORE. 

JalesLe  More,  being  doly  sworn,  deposes  and  aays  that  by  a  special  power  of  attor* 
oey,  dated  at  Havre,  France,  on  the  4th  of  Kovvmber,  18S0,  he  was  constituted  Uie 
attorney  in  fact  of  O.  A.  Le  MoreA  Co.,  fur  them  and  in  their  name,  place,  and  st«ad, 
on  account  of  their  dislaut  foreign  residence  and  of  his  own  intimate  personal  knowl- 
tigfi  of  the  facts  relating  to  the  claim  of  his  constituents,  to  make  such  formal  verifl- 
eatioDB  of  documents  to  be  laid  before  tbe  Franco- American  Commission  sitting  at 
Ws*bington,  D.  C.,  as  the  rules  of  said  Commission  might  require ;  that,  by  virtu* 
of  said  power  of  attorney,  he  bos  sigued  the  foregoing  memorial,  and  that  tlie  stale- 
meals  coutoined  thetein  are,  to  the  best  of  hia  knowlMge  and  belief,  true  andcorreot. 

JULES  LEMOBE. 

n  the  flttfa  d»7  of 

fB«au  j  A.  ABAT,  N.  P. 

WhereaaO.  A.  LeMore  &Co.,meTohaQts,  of  tbe  city  of  Havre,  Bepnhlic  of  France,  hava 
'     '        '      itid  claim  against  the  United  StatPH  of  America  for  the  proceeds  of  the  sale 


of  1864  by  Ihe  officers  of  a  flul  ilia  of  (tuDboiits  be]nii);ing  to  the  Navy  of  the  L 
States  ;  and  whi-rpss,  at  and  before  the  timn  of  sncb  seizure  Jules  Le  More,  a  CKizen 
of  tbe  Republic  of  France,  now  riwiiling  in  the  city  of  Now  Orleans,  Louisiana,  was 
tbe  agent  of  said  G.  A.  Ix  More  it  Co.,  in  the  United  States,  and  was  present  at  said 
seizure  of  their  cotton,  and  is  perfect  1;  fnniiliar  with  all  the  facts  concerning  the  pur- 
chme  of  said  ootton  fur  0.  A.  Le  More  St  Co.  and  its  Illegal  seizure  by  United  States 
authorities  ;  and  whfreas  the  said  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  Intend  submitting  tbeir  afore- 
said claim  for  examination  and  adjudication  to  the  Franco-American  Commission 
created  by  the  tn-aty  of  January  15,  1880,  between  the  United  States  of  America  and 
the  Republic  of  France,  so  soon  as  it  shall  he  fully  orRanized  : 

Now,  therefore,  be  it  known  that  for  tho  bftter  and  tho  more  convenient,  speedy,  and 
effective  prosecntion  of  said  ctiiitn,  the  said  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  hereby  couBtitiit« 
and  appoint  the  said  Jules  I^e  Mnre  their  attorney  in  fact,  to  repreeent  them  before 
said  Franco- American  Commlnsion,  S|>ecia11y  anthnrizing  hiin  to  execute  in  their 
name,  place,  and  stead  such  formal  oaths  or  afDrmations  a«  may  be  required  of  claim- 
aDt«  by  thr  niles  and  regnlatiuna  of  said  Cominiuion  in  the  presentation  of  their 
claim ;  and  also  specially  authorizing  him  to  employ,  on  such  terms  as  may  be  deemed 
proper  hj  him,  legal  conosel  to  assist  bim  in  the  preMntation  of  their  said  claim  to 
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ing  all  that  the  (aid  attorney  in  fact  may  do  in  ^«  premltaa  by  Tirtas  of  UlMC  pTM- 

la  iritneaa  wbereof  1  haveherennto  sat  my  hand  and  aeal,  at  Hattv,  tliii  4tli  d« j  (tf 
November,  Id  the  year  of  our  iriird  16BD. 

O.  A.  hE  MORE  &.  CO., 
0U6TAVE  ANDRC  LB  HOSE. 
Signed,  Msled,  and  delivered  Id  presenc*  of — 
William  A.  Aylipfe, 
SbvArin  Hambu 

Be  it  knoirn  that  on  the  4th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  18H0,  before  me,  H.  A.  Lybrook, 
Tice-cODBnl  of  the  United  States  for  the  port  and  dialrict  of  Havre,  pereonally  ap- 
peared Gustave  Audr6  Le  More,  principal  of  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  known 
to  me  to  be  the  party  named  in  and  who  esecnted  the  foregoing  letter  of  attorney, 
and  acknowledged  the  same  to  be  his  act  and  deed. 

In  teatimony  nhereof  I  bave  hereunto  tet  my  hand  and  official  seal,  at  Havre,  the 
day  and  year  abore  vrritten,  and  the  lOStb  year  of  the  independence  of  tbe  United 
BtatcB. 

[8«AL]  U.  A.  LTBBOOK, 

U.  a.  rtoE-Cwml,  Bmen, 


DEPOSITION  OF  0U8TAVE  A.  LE  UOfiE. 
Filed  Mag  21,  1881.— W.  P.  P.  <f-  Z.  L.,  Smu. 
a.  A.  Lk  Uork  a,  Co.  ) 

V.  \  No.  an. 

The  Unitbd  Statks.  ) 

To  the  Joierloan  Contul,  Havre,  Franet: 

Sir  1  Yqu  are  hereby  antborized  to  net  aa  a  aommiasionar  in  tbe  above-entitled  cue 
at  Havre,  France,  and  oa  aucb  to  there  take  tbe  teetlmon;  of  Gastave  Andr^  Le  Hon. 
Id  fiilBlling  this  duty  yon  -will  begnided  b;  tbe  rales  of  tbie  Commiwion,  partioalarlj 
Ralea  XIT  and  XV,  and  yon  trill  return  the  testimony  taken  herein  to  the  eecretariea 
of  thia  Commission,  viitb  this  authority  attached  as  the  lint  sheet  thereof.  A  copy  of 
tbe  notice  required  by  Rule  XIV,  and  a  copy  of  Rdlea  XIV  and  XV,  are  herewith  in- 
closed.  Gbould  tbe  defendant  not  appear  at  tbe  examination,  yon  -will  aacertaiD  from 
tbe  inclosed  copy  of  notice  whether  notice  has  be«n  accepted :  if  It  has,  yon  may  pro- 
ceed nith  the  exainisatioti ;  if  it  baa  not,  you  will  adjourn  the  examination,  and  re- 
port that  fact,  with  tbe  reasou,  to  this  Commission. 
We  are,  sir,  your  obedient  servants, 

WASH.  F.  PEDDEICK. 
L.  LAUGEL, 

Seenlariv. 
Washikqton,  D.  C,  JpHf  13,  1881. 

It  )a  agreed  that  the  American  consul  at  Havre,  France,  be  autfaoriKed  to  take  tb« 
testimony  of  witnessea  in  tbe  above-entitled  case  at  Havre,  France,  to  bfl  uaad  baton 
Uiis  ComraiaaioD. 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWELL, 
CoNdfel  01*  (As  part  «ftlie  UitUei  Stalm. 
CHA8.  A.  DE  CHAUBBUN, 
CoHMsI  m  ilu  port  </  Iht  Fiwtek  ^^paUie. 
Wasbikotom,  D.  C,  Aprti  13,  1881. 

O.  A.  Le  Hork  Sl  Co.  1 

V.  Sno.  an. 

The  United  States.  ) 


WASHiNQTOir,  D.  C,  JpHl  7, 1881. 
Pacl  D£jardin,  Esq., 

Agatt  vftht  Frtneh  Ripmblie: 
Dbab  But:  PleasenotifytheagentoftheAiDerioanGovenimQnt  that  itiapnpoted 

to  take  the  testimony  of  Ouatave  Andr^  Lb  Ho" "^      ...,_,_.:■,_. . — 

before  the  Ametleaii  comnl  at  Havre,  France,  ai 
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unship,  claim,  non-nat ._ _, 

uiborB  of  the  flrm  of  0.  A.  Le  More 

ALBEET  C.  JANIN. 

lutenogatory  addressed  to  Onstave  Audr^  Le  More,  of  HtiTre,  Fkdcu,  in  behalf  of 
O.A,Le  Hore&Co.: 

No.  ].  Read  carefiill;  tba  first  pnraKrapb,  coneistiog  of  23  lines,  of  the  menioTial 
filed  with  the  French  and  American  Claims  CouimissioD  in  the  clain<of  O.  A.  L' More 
St  Co.  V.  The  United  States,  which  memorial  accampaiiiea  this  interrogatory,  and  state 
whether  the  allegations  therein  contained  are  ti 


Croaa-ezamiiiatioD  for  the  present  waived,  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  n- 
Mrring  the  right  to  onMS-examiuehereafler  in  casehe  shall  deem  itneceasaryso  todo. 
GEO.  3.  BOUTWELL, 
ConMlfor  the  United  Staia. 
YTAaBIXOTOS,  April  9, 1881. 

The  ojMiiorial  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.  reepActf^iUy  repiesenU :  That  yoar  tneino- 
rialista  are  citizens  of  the  Republio  of  France,  and  the  only  oembeniof  a  coDunerclal 
firm  established  in  the  city  of  Havre,  France,  Gustave  A.  Le  More  iMing  the  active 
ftod  managing  partner,  and  L^ontine  Le  More  the  silent  partner  in  said  association. 
The  said  Gustave  A.  Le  More  was  born  in  the  city  of  Havre,  Franee,  in  the  vear  1820, 
and  L^ontiae  Le  More  at  the  same  place,  abont  the  year  l-ii2,  and  l)oth  of  theoi  have 
leaideil  in  said  city  from  their  infancy  until  the  present  time,  and  have  never  bad 
any  other  domicile.  Their  pott-offlce  address  ie  the  Poste  Restante  of  said  city.  At 
the  time  of  the  origin  of  the  nlaim,  which  is  the  suhject- matter  of  this  memorial,  and 
at  the  present  time,  the  said  claim  was  and  is  the  exclusive  property  of  your  memo- 
rialista,  Guitave  A.  Le  More  and  L^ontioe  Le  More ;  no  transfer  of  their  interest  in 
•aid  clwm,  or  of  any  part  thereof,  has  ever  lieen  made  hy  either  of  them,  nor  have 
they  ever  received  any  compensation  in  money  or  other  valuahle  thing,  or  any  in- 
demnity whatsoever,  for  the  losses  which  constitnte  the  basis  of  said  claim.  Neither 
of  year  memorialists  ever  rendered  any  aid  or  comfort  to  the  government  of  the  so- 
called  Confederate  States,  or  ever  became  naturalised,  or  took  any  steps  to  that  end, 
in  the  United  St«tea,  or  any  other  country  foreign  to  then). 

IMpartement  de  la  Seine-Iiif^rienre.  Ville  du  Havre.  Elat-Civil,  No.  289.  Bnlle- 
tlB  de  r^seigoemenl:  Naixsance.  Vooi  La  More,  Pr^noms  Andr^,  Ouetave,  flis  legi- 
time de  Lonis  Francois,  L^onor  et  de  Harie,  Madelaine,  Frangolse,  Louge  n6  an 
Havre,  rne  des  Kemparts,  le  H  Jnin  1821,. 

IMpartement  de  la  Seinc-Inf^rieure.  Ville  dii  Havre.  £tat-Civi1.  No.  354.  Bulle- 
tin de  Tense ignement.  Naissance.  Nom,  Le  More ;  pr^onjs,  D^sir^,  L^ntine,  fille 
legitime  de  Louis,  Francois,  L4onor  et  de  Marie,  Miuleleine,  Fran^oiso,  Lange,  n^e  an 
Havre,  me  des  Ramparts,  le  26Juin  1821. 

UxrTKD  Statkb  Consulatk, 

Havre,  FrauM : 
Be  it  known  and  made  manifest  to  all  whom  It  doth  or  may  concern  thai  on  the  7th 
day  of  Hay,  1881,  before  me,  John  A.  Bridglaud,  United  8tat«B  consol  at  Havre,  France, 
personally  came  and  appeared  Gustave  Aodr6  Le  More,  and  denoaea  and  aays  hh  fol- 
lows: That  he  is  the  active  and  managing  partner  of  G.  A.  Le  Mom  &,  Co.,  of  Havre, 
France;  thathissister,  LfontineLe  More,  mstrictly a  silent  partnerof  said  assoctation; 
that  he  and  his  said  sister  are  the  only  members  composing  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More 
A  Co.,  of  Havre,  France;  that  he  and  his  said  eiautr  are  both  citizens  of  the  Republio 
of  France;  that  they  were  both  bom  in  the  city  of  Havre,  France;  that  he,  Gustave 
A.  Le  More,  was  bom  in  the  said  city  of  Havre  in  the  year  ISiQ,  and  hia  aaid  eiater, 
UoDtineLe  More,  was  born  in  said  city  of  Havre  in  the  year  1821,  and  they  have  both 
reaided  in  said  city  since  their  infancy  to  the  present  time,  never  having  had  another 
domicile.  The  poet-office  address  is  poste  restante.  No.  175,  of  said  city.  Their  claim 
before  the  French-American  Claims  Commission,  now  silting  in  WaabiDiton,  D.  C, 
was  originally  theirs,  and  is  at  the  present  time  the  eiclasive  properly  of  himself  and 
his  said  sister,  compoaing  theflrmof  G.  A.  LeMore  &,  Co.  He  and  bis  said  siBt«rhave 
made  no  transfer  of  hia  or  his  said  sister's  interest  in  said  claim,  or  any  part  thereof, 
by  either  of  them.  That  neither  he  or  his  aaid  sister  have  ever  received  any  compen- 
sation in  money  or  other  valuable  thing,  or  any  indemnity  whataoerer  for  the  loMea 
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which  contrtitate  the  basis  of  said  claim.     Ee  or  hie  wtid  aister  hare  D«itber  of  tbcm 
ever  rendered  any  aid  or  comfort  to  the  Oovenitaent  of  the  MHO«II«d  Confvdent* 
States,  and  that  he  or  his  said  aister  have  neret  beooine  Datanllied,  or  hare  nerer    ' 
taken  any  steps  to  that  end,  in  the  Unit«d  8t»t«a^  or  in  any  ooontry  forrign  to  UtMD- 
selres. 

O.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO. 
0U6TAVE  ANDRfi  LE  MURE. 
Bwom  to  before  me -this  7th  day  of  May,  IBSl, 
[8UI.]  J.  A.  BRIDOLAND, 

n»Ued  ataie*  ComnA,  Saw*,  tymnet. 

COM8UIAT  DEB  fiTATB-UinS, 

an  Bavre,  Fnunx: 

Que  I'oa  sacbe  et  qa'il  soit  manifeat^  It  tana  cans  qni  aont  on  ponrraient  Atre  ioU- 
ntiin  qne  le  7*  jonr  de  mai  I88I,  devaot  moi,  John  A.  Bridgland,  oonsal  dea  Etata- 
Unis  au  HaTT«,  France,  eat  veau,  et  a  comparii,  person oellement,  Oustave  Aodrj  Le 
More,  et  afflrme  et  d6paee  corame  soit:  Qn'ileeC  aaaocii-dtn-otenr  de  la  malnon  O.  A. 
LeMore  A.  CD.,du  Havre.  France;  qne  ea  scenrL£outiae  Le  More  est  I'asHociAe  tacita 
de  la  dit«  mBieon ;  que  loi  et  sa  sos-nomm^e  weur  Hont  les  bsqIb  membrea  dont  se  oum- 
poae  lamaison  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  do  Havre,  Fraoce;  qae  lui  et  aa  sos-nomiD^ 
KBDT  aoat  tons  denx  citoyeua  de  la  B^pnbllqne  Fran^ise ;  que  lui,  Qastare  Andrj  Le 
More,  naquit  eolaoiM  da  Havre bd  I'aaade  1830,  et  qaesasiBiirsns-DOiiiintft',  L^nniine 
Le  More,  naqnit  eo  la  ciM  dn  Havre  en  rann^e  1821,  et  qae  tons  deaz  ont  ii»u\i  ea  la 
dite  oit^  dn  Havre  depnln  leur  premiere  eofaDceJusqii'^ceJoar,  et  an'ila  n'ont  jamais 
en  d'antre  domicile;  lear  adreeae  poHtale  eat  Poste-Hestante,  bolte  No.  176,  en  la  dite 
eit^dn  Havre:  lenr  rfiolamatiou devant  la  "  Commiaaion  Franco-Amdricaine,"  ni^Ksuit 
aotnellement  a  Washington,  D.  C,  dtait  la  lenr  d^  I'origine,  et  eat  encore  anjnnnl'lioi 
lenr  propridtd  exolnaive ;  lui  et  ua  a«eur  au»'Donim6e  n'out  fajt  auonn  translert  df>  leor 
int^rBt  en  la  dite  rtelamation,  aoitentier,  aoit  partiet,  et  faUni  par  ran  dI  parTaiitie; 
qne  ni  Ini  ni  aa  sceiir  n'ont  JamaUrecn  aucune  r£mnn£ration  p^euniaire,  on  aotie 
valear,  ou  indemnity  qneloonqne  pour  lea  pertea  qui  conatitoeut  la  baae  de  la  dite 
TfiotamaticQ ;  qne  ni  Ini  ni  a»  aceur  n'ont  Jamala  prAtd  aide  ou  appnl  an  Kooreriietnent 
dee  "Etata  Conri$ildr£s,''aiuBid6Domm6s,  et  que  ni  Van  ni  I'antre  neeesoat  Jamaisfail 
Datnntiser  aiix  fitate-Unia,  ni  dans  ancan  antra  paya  stranger,  et  Us  n'ont  JaBata 
fiut  ancone  tentative  dana  oe  bnt. 

O.  A.  LE  MORE  A,  CO. 
QUSTAVE  ANDR£  LE  MORE. 

Afflimtf,  devant  mol,  le  7  mai  1881. 

[8CUD.]  3.  A.  BRIDOLAND, 

Contul  da  StaU-UnU. 


a.  A.  Lx  Mori  &  Co.  ) 

».  >No.  211. 

Tbb  Umtted  Statxs.    ) 

WASBINOTOIf,  D.  C,  Apra  16,  lOil. 

HeasTB.  W.  F.  Pxddrick  and  L.  Lauokl, 

Ster^ariet! 
OKinT.EMZ»:  Please  file  with  the  other  papera  and  proofs  In  the  above-entitled 
claim  the  accompanyinE  thirty-one  doonmeute,  which  are  taken  from  the  ftlea  of  the 
French  legation,  and  of  which  I  snhjoin  a  descriptive  liat.  '  ■■" 

PAUL  DEJAEDIN,  "'n^ 
Agmit  dm  OvM^t. 
E  LIST. 


1.  Letter  of  E.  N.  Montardier  to  the  French  conenl.    New  Orleans,  April  4, 1664. 

5.  Letter  of  Jnlea  Le  More  to  the  French  consul,  New  Orleans,  Hay  3, 1964,  jnolosing 

(a)  sworn  declaration  of  Rauset  and  Pargond ;  (b)  c«rtiBcate  of  J.  T.  Sinnnos*. 

3.  Letter  of  Jnlea  Le  More  to  the  French  consul.     New  Orleans,  Mir  26,  1S64. 

4.  Letter  of  E.  N.  Montardier  to  the  French  conanl.  New  Orleans,  May  30,  1864,  in- 

closing two  letters  of  0.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co. 

6.  Letter  of  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy  to  the  acting  French  oonanl  at  New  Orleans.    Wash- 

ingtan,June  17,1864. 

6.  Letter  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  to  Minister  of  Foreign  Aifain.     Havre,  July  9, 18M. 

7.  Letter  of  Reynes  Brothers  &.  Co.  to  Mr.  L.deOeo(ioy.    New  Tork,  July  ll,lr«l. 
6.  Letter  of  Mr.  L.  de  Qeofroy  to  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs,  Washington,  JaJy  14, 

1864,  inclosing  copies  of  two  lettera. 
9.  Letter  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.  to  Reynes  Brothers  A.  Co.     Havre,  Aagnet  9, 1BB4. 
10.  Letter  of  Mr.  L.  de  Qeofroy  to  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs.    Washington,  Angnat  4, 
1864. 
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[.  Seward  to  Hr.  L.  da  Geofroj.     WMhlngton,  Anguat  S, 


1SB4. 
U.  Utter  of  Hod.  Wm.  H.  Seward  to  Ur.  L.  de  Oeofroj.    WMhiiiKloii,  Aninut  19, 

1H64. 
L5.  Letter  of  Mr.  L.  de  Oeofroy  to  Seyoea  Brothera  &.  Co.    WashiDjrton,  Anjriiat  M, 

1664. 

16.  Letter  of  Hr.  L.  de  Oeoln>7  to  Minleter  of  Fonigo  Affttits.    WaBbington,  Anenrt 

36,1864. 

17.  Letter  of  Jnlei  I<e  More  to  Hr.  L.  de  GeofVoy.    New  York.  Aagnat  30,  1^64. 

18.  Letter  of  Jales  Le  Uore  to  Ur.  L.  de  Geofroy.     SpHagneld,  Heptember  5,  1S64. 

19.  Letter  of  ^rioKer  and  Logau  to  Jnlea  Le  More.     Spriagaeld,  September  7,  1864. 
iO.  Letter  of  Hon.  Wm.  H.  Seward  to  Ur.  L.  de  Oeofroy.    WuhiDgton,  September  17, 

1864. 
SI.  Letter  of  Hon.  Wm.  H.  Seward  to  Ur.L.deOeofh>y.     Waabiugton,  SeptemberSg, 

33.  Letter  of  Hon.  Wm.  H.Sewaid  to  Ur.L.  de  Geofroy.     Waahiagton,September99, 

18S4. 
33.  Letter  of  Jnlw  Le  Mora  to  Mr.  L.  de  Geofiro^.     New  York,  September  30,  1S64, 

with  two  incloaurea  (one  letter  and  one  certillCBte). 
31.  Letter  of  O.  A.  LeMore  &  Co,  to  Mr.  L.de  Geofroy.     New  Tork,  November  1,1864. 

35.  Letter  of  A.  Le  More  to  the  Miirquia  de  Uontbolon.    New  York,  J  an  nary  B7,  1-66. 

36.  Letter  of  Alberto.  Janin  to  the  Frencb  ChargJd'Affairea.     WBahingtoo,  May  30, 

1869. 
27.  Letter  of  A.  Le  More  to  Mr.  J.  Berth^my.     New  Orleana,  Norember  3, 1B70. 
iM.  Letter  of  G.  A.  Le  More  t4>  Hon.  HamilMa  Fiah.     HaTra,  MaySS,  ia7L 

29.  Letter  of  0,  A. Le  More  to  Vi»oonnt  Treilhard.     Havre,  May  35,  1871. 

30.  Letter  of  G.  A.  Le  More  to  the  Harqnte  <la  Nosilles.     Havre,  Deoembrr  4,  1873. 

31.  Letterof  Deputy  Panlevey  to  Mini«t«rof  Foroign  Affairs,  Paris,  December  1,  1078, 

iDcioaiug  •  copy  of  petition  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  and  others  of  Hay  13,  1875. 


G.  A.  Lk  Uobk  St  Co.  > 

V.  \  No.  211. 

Tits  UMmcD  Statu.  ) 

Nouvkux-Orl^akh,  le  4  atril  1864. 
A  JfoBiww  U  Coniuldt  /yanotjila  NonttlU'OrUma : 

HOMSiKDR  LE  CoNGUL !  J'ai  eu  rbonnenr  da  vona  ^rire  le  9  mara  dernier,  aur  la 
demande  de  M.  JuleaLe  Uore,  ponrvonadonner  cODnainsanee  de  ciaelquea  achate  de 
coton  qn'il  a  faits.  Aiijonrd'hot  Je  re^oia  nne  lettre  de  U,  Jnlea  Le  More,  Aa.tf»  de 
Uonroe,  LoDlniane,le Samara  1864,  medoonant  dea  renaeignementa  pliiapMcisenrcea 
achats.     Hr^aulte  da  aa  lettro,  qn'il  a,  eu  ce  moment,  siir  ta  riviere  Ooachit-a: 


306  ballaa  de  coton  anr  I'babitation  Siromona. 

Eiia'1,1'49  Iwtlea  de  coton, ponr  leaqnellea  il  vient  d'adreaaer  b  M.  Arlatida  Milteaber- 

Gr  nne  lettre  le  priant  il'obtenir  des  autorit^a  militairea  f^^rales  ici  un  permia  poor 
I  apporter  il  laNonvelle-Orl^ana. 
Agriei,  Uooaiear  1«  ConBul,  I'aaaurance  de  mea  aentimenta  bien  reapectaeoi, 

E.  N.  UONTARDIEB. 

No  WELLE -Oru^aks,  3  mai  1864. 
Jfoa*intr  ta  Coi»nl dt  France,  IfoHtelle-OTleani : 

HoMSIKUB  LB  Consul:    Ue  tronvant  ft  Shreveport  le   troie   de  Hvrier  dernier, 
j'scbetAi  le  l"  mBrs,  pour  oompte  de  la  maiaon  G.  A.  Le  Uore  &  Co.  da  Havre,  onze 
cent  cinquaote-trota  ballea  de  cotton,  oomme  anit : 
Sar  I'babitation  A.  Lazarre  aituf e  anr  le  eAt^  oneat  de  la  ttvjtea  OumUM 

4  nn  mille  de-la  vilie  de  Monroe 393  M, 

Et  ear  I'babitation  Simmona  qni  ae  tronve  aur  le  cAM  eat  de  la  rivlbre  Oaa- 

cbitaft  viogt-troia  Diillea  de  la  ville  de  Monroe 830  b1. 

Ensemble  de  cotoD 1.153  bL 

H.  Ex.  236 20  ,    GoO^lc 


z 
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AiueitAt  I'acqQisitioD  de  oea  cotons  et  le  paiemeDt  effscto^  en  mw  traitai  *dt  I'Ea- 
lope,  J'envoyai  nn  expr^  h  ta  Nouvalle-Orldans,  aveo  mes  iaitnictioiu  Witea  poor  man 
a^nt,  M.  E,  N.  MoDMrdier,  pour  que  toatea  lea  formalit^a  tileiea  par  le  GionTenw- 
ment  (le  WaahJnf(ton  aoient  rempliei  poor  desceadre  cee  cotoni  a  U  hod  veils- Orlitni. 
Ce»  lettres  furent  Inea  pnr  les  offlcien  fitd^raax  aa  paBsagn  des  Itgnea  fid^ralta,  noa 
enToy^,  siir  ma  reeomnietidatioD,  les  af  ant  commuDiqufea  ^  premiere  demaude. 

Peadaut  I'abseDoe  de  ce  messager,  one  flotille  iiditale,  command^  par  le  Cap- 
lt«ne  Foster,  entra  dam  la  rivifere  dn  Onaobita  et  B'empara  le  S  avril  1864  dea  836 
balles  de  coton  le  tronvant  but  lliabitatioii  Simmons,  et  le  10  avril  desSfOballn 
depos^es  sar  I'habitation  A.  LBiaire,  Je  me  rendis  auprfts  da  commandant  FoeUr 
le  11  avril  (m'^taDt  piesent^  le  10  k  son  bord  eaoi  I'f  rencoutrer),  et  lui  demandu  an 
rata  des  dits  cotons,  ce  &  qnoi  il  se  refusa,  me  declarant  qne  sea  oidres  jlaient  de 
prendie  tons  tes  ootons  qo'll  tronverait  aana  diatinotion  de  nationality.  II  me  dit  qa'il 
•  aavait  qne  J'avala  fonmi  dea  drapa  ft  la  oonfM^tion,  c«  qoe  J'aToaal,  Id!  biaanl 
remarquer  toatefois  qne  la  transactiun  A,  laquelle  il  faiuit  allasion  avait  en  lieu  an 
1861  et  avait  it6  faite  par  la  maison  Ed.  Qaulheria  A  Co.,  dont  J'^tai  alora  no  dM 
BMOcI^,  et  qne  cette  anaire  ii'avait  aacnn  rapport  area  les  cotons  appartenant  eo  M 
moment  k  la  maison  f^n^^aiae  G.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.;  qne  d'aillenn  cette  aSaire  avtit 
it6  d^id^e  depuis  longtempa  k  Washington ;  qn'en  untre,  dans  cette  transactiMi  da 
ootou  Je  n'^taiB  qne  I'agent  de  la  maison  Q.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.  qai  eat  reatte  complttc- 
men't  etiansfere  a  cette  affaire  de  drap.  Malgrfi  oela,  le  commandant  Foster  St  lidiger 
par BOn  secretaire  nu  document  par  leqael  troiade  seaa(Bo)end£claraient,  sonssarment, 

le  lea  cotooB  r6clam£s  snr  I'liabitatinn  A.  Lazaire  semblalent  avoir  616  donnta  en 

ibangede  lafonroitnredesdrapsii  laquelle  il  avait  fait  allndoii.    Daoa  mad<maKbe 

K> do  eommaDdaot  Foster,  ilneTnt  nnllement  qneationdeaSSObaUeadecotOD  qni 
Qvaieot  ear  I'haliitation  Simmoas,  par  la  raison  qns  j'ignonua  eneore  la  laine  ds 
cette  pT0pti6t6  de  la  maison  G.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co. 

En  ootisiqaeuoe,  J'ai  I'honneur,  Mooslear  le  Consnl,  de  vooa  prler  de  itfelamer  dn 
CommodoreForter,  oaduOonvenieinentFM£Tald,oeBl,153baUeadecotonooinnwft>nl 
la  proprijti  Uj^itlme  de  la  maiuon  frangalse  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  qni  n'a  Jamais  en 
maoiire  vioM  les  lots  am^ricainea,  Di  donnd  le  moindre  pretexts  &  la  aaiaie  de 

de  ma  ooiwidtitation  la  plna  dis- 

JULEB  LB  HOBE. 

P.  8. — Ino1n«  3  doonmenta  &  I'appiif  de  mea  asseitioiu  ol-deesas. 

J.L.M. 
State  op  Louisiaka, 

Faritk  of  OHOoMCa  : 

Be  it  remembered  that  on  this  dav,  the  -13tli  of  April,  1864,  appeared  befon  me  the 
iitidersiK°ed,  reaideuta  of  the  parish  of  Onaobita,  who  declaredthat  they  are  French- 
men and  citizens  of  France,  and  that  they  appeared  before  me  for  thepurpoaaof  per- 
petnatiDK  the  evidence  hBreinBft«r  stated,  at  the  reqnest  of  Jnlee  Le  More,  a«tinr  in 
behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &Co.,  of  Havre,  France.  They  declared  that  there  ia  no  reaident 
consnl  at  Monroe,  or  this  aide  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans ;  they  declared  further  thai 
on  the  9th  instant  a  fleet  of  gnnboata  and  transports,  nnder  the  command  of  Captain 
Foater,  of  the  United  States  Navy,  came  to  Monroe,  La. ;  that  on  the  10th  inatanl  a 
lot  of  323  bales  of  cotton  were  taken  from  the-  river  bonk,  at  the  plantation  of  A 
Laiarre,  in  the  parish  of  Onaobita.  The  cotton  was  marked  "L.  M.,"  partU  in  t«d 
ink  and  partly  in  black  ink.  They  declared  fnrther  that  they  knew  that  saia  ootlon 
had  been  placed  on  the  river  bank  by  parties  paid  by  Jnles  Le  More,  and  that  the  cot- 
ton waa  in  his  poasession  and  nnder  his  control.  The  cotton  had  been  placed  on  the 
river  for  shipment  by  him  to  New  Orleans.  They  know  tbat  said  cotton  )>eIonged  to 
G.  A.  lie  More  &,  Co.  Tbey  fnrther  declared  that  the  parties  taking  said  cotton 
markM  aonie  of  it  "U.  S.N."  and  also  "  C.  S.  A."  These  initials  are  in  ink  different 
ftom  that  pnt  npoD  the  baleeby  Le  More  A  Co.,  "L.M."  They  farther  declared  tbil 
It  is  to  theiT  knowledge  that  Jnles  Le  More  demanded  of  Captain  Foatet,  commaodiag 
the  fleet,  a  receipt  or  ao  acknowledgment,  showing  the  foot  of  his  taking  a^d  oottan, 
which  Captain  Foster  refused  to  give.  Tbey  further  declared  that  before  the  mtn 
ficoro  saitl  fleet  took  possession  of  said  cotton  none  of  il  mu  iKarktd  "C.S.  A," 

They  further  declared  that  they  bave  been  credibly  informed  that  said  fiaat  of  boati 
took  from  the  plantation  of  Dr.  John  Simniona  630  bales  of  cotton,  marked  ■'Sim- 
mon. Tatnm  &,  Simmons."  and  apart  af  which  were  also  marked  "L.M.;"  the  maik- 
ing  nad  not  been  completed.  About  75  or  UO  balea  had  been  marked  "J.  L."  The 
ootton  had  Just  been  placed  on  the  river  bank  by  Jnlea  Le  More  for  ahtpment  toNair 
Orleans,  Itiey  declared  that  they  kuow  that  said  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  had  pnrchMed 
■aid  030  bales  of  cotton,  and  thut  said  ootton  wsb  in  their  poaseesion  and  nnder  ibHr 
control  when  it  was  taken  by  the  men  from  said  fleet  and  plMwdaboud  of  tbattaaa- 
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port-  Tfaey  further  (t*alued  that  Jalea  Le  Mom  did  not  know  of  the  taking  of  tsid 
too  bftlas  &biii  Dr.  Sitnmons's  plantation  at  the  time  he  applied  to  Capt*iii  Foster  for 
Ml  •oknowlAdgtnent  ia  regard  to  the  323  bales  taken  at  A.  Lazarre'a. 

In  fiutb  tf  hereof  the  partieB  have  Bigued  this  on  the  day  and  date  above  written,  in 
the  pieaence  of  the  sahsciibing  witnesMB  on  the  day  above  stated. 

AUGUSTS  BAUKET. 
JOHN  PAEGOUD. 
AttMt: 

O.  D.  EtLUUR. 
H.  Faby. 

[■■AL.] 

PVTaonally  came  and  appeared  before  me,  the  undersigned,  jnatice  of  the  peace, 
JahB  Pargond,  Loois  Gergond,  and  A.  Rauxet,  who  make  oath  uiat  the  facta  and  *1- 
WaUods  above  stated  are  trne  and  correct. 

AUGU8TE  KAUXET. 
JOHN  PABOOUD. 
8wom  to  and  nibscrihed  before  me  this  13th  April,  1664. 

CHAS.  DELEBT, 
J,  Peace  and  Beeorder  and  es-ofifio  Notary  PitbUe. 

X,  the  Qodetsigned,  do  certify  od  honor  that  on  the  iHh  day  of  April,  1664,  830  bales 
of  MtttoQ,  marked  Simmons  Sc  Tatnm  &  Simmooa,  bonaht  by  Jales  Le  Uore  od  be- 
half of  O.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.,  of  Havre,  Fraooe,  were  taken  on  my  plantation  by  a 
Federal  transport  of  the  Federal  fleet,  commanded  by  Captain  Foster,  and  reftsedto 
give  a  receipt  for  the  same. 

J.  T.  SIUU0N8. 
HoPKWBLL  Plahtatiom,  AfrQ  16, 1664. 

MoNitOB,  L«.,  April  94,1864. 
I  certify  that  the  signature  of  John  T.  Bimmona  to  the  within  is  gennine. 
In  teatimony  whereof  I  hereunto  sign  my  name  and  afBs  my  seal  of  office  this  34th 
«f  April,  1864. 

[■BAi.]  CHAS.  DELEBY, 

BMoritr  oiMt  ec^Jlido  lf«larf  PabUe. 

Nodvkllz-0rl£as8,  36  suit  1664. 
JfOBtiMir  l«  Conml  de  Aasee,  ^mesf  Es-Orl^H*  : 

HOKBICUB  LK  Coosui.:  J'ai  I'honnear  de  vans  informer  qae  lest, 153  hallesde  ooton 
de  la  maison  0.  J .  Le  Uore  &  Co.,  ponrlesqaelles  j'ai  eutr4  nniirottt  dansvotre  consnlat 
•ont  4  Cairo,  et  doivent  6tre  vendues  le  premier  Inudi  de  Join  dans  oette  ville,  si  lea 
pivpriitaires  n'ont  pas  fait  vatoir  leurs  droits  avant  cette  Ipoqne. 

Eb  oonsiqnence,  je  vons  serais  tr^  oblig^.  Monsieur  le  Conanl,  de  donner  connais- 
Mnce  de  ee  fait  i,  la  Legation  Fran^alee  &  Washingloc,  aveo  priire  qu'ane  d^inaroh» 
Boit  faite  imm^iliat«ment  aopt^  dn  Gouvernement  Federal  pont  qn'une  d^pAche 
tAeETapbiqoe  solt  envoj^e  k  Cairo,  afin  de  saepentlce  la  vento  de  cea  cotoos  jusqii'l  ott 
qne  la  r^laniation  ait  616  examinte  k  Woshhingtoa  et  qu'au  ordre  de  reatitation 
n'ait  6t6  efvoyfi  par  voire  enlremise. 

Je  me  permettrai  de  toob  dire  que  le  steamer  Morning  Star  qaitte  demain  matin  la 
Nonvelle-Orldana  ponr  Nevr-York  et  qu'il  eat  de  la  plus  hant«  importance  poor  la 
miaaon  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  qne  cette  commnnioation  parte  ponr  Washington  dans  la 
pins  bref  ddlai. 

J'ai  llionnenr  de  voos  presenter,  Mon^eur  le  Conaul,  mes  salntations  les  pliia 
napeotneneea. 

JULES  LE  MOEE, 
Jgent  deG.A.U  Uort  f  Ce. 

NonvKIXB-OKLiAMB,  U  30  mai  1664. 
J  Mmttiemr  U  CminI  de  FVatiet,  A  la  Xotmelle-Orliani: 

IfONSiKDR  IX  CoKSI^l:  J'ai  I'honueur  du  voos  remettre  oi-inclns,  nne  lettre  que 
Messrs.  O.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.,  do  H&vre,  m'oiit  4erile  le  6  mai  conrant,  me  remcttant 
dnplicatade  celle  qu'ila  m'ont  dcrite  le  4,  mdme  mois,  qoi  m'accnae  reception  de  I'avia 

SIB  je  ieur  at  donnj  du  achate  faite  pour  lenr  cnmpte,  par  lenr  agent,  M.  Jules  Lo 
ore,  k  1,1B9  ballea  de  colon  ant  la  rivibre  Ouachita. 

"     ""  .--...    ~  ....         li  de  la  oonfirma- 

ur  le  Consul,  da 
rooloir  bisn  lea  annexer  fc  la  lettre  que  Je  vons  ai  Jcrlts  la  4  anil  dernier,  qui  vona 


308  FBBNCH   A>n>   AHEBICAN   CLAIMS   C011HI88I0N. 

kTiaatt  dea  aebftta  &  cea  l,18E>ballMdaootaii,flkitapaTU.  JnleaZieHon,  pooiooapu 
de  1ft  mftlsoQ  Q.  A.  Lb  More  &,  Co.,  du  B*ttb. 

TenlUee  mgritr,  Honaienr  le  Conaal,  I'ManruiM  dn  respect  de  Totie  trte  tmalile  «t 
oUiuMit  MrriteaT, 

E.  V.  HONTABDIEK. 

DnplicAta.— PftT  Qermmtia. 

H^TKB,  4  Mol  IBM. 
Honrienr  E.  N.  Homtardiek, 

NoueelU-  OrlAm*  .- 
UOKSISUR :  PftT  M  lettra  de  Monroa  (Wacliit*)  en  date  dn  28  muB  dernier,  at  toit 
vona  Dona  avei  envoys  cople,  H.  Jales  le  Uore  vona  infaTnie  qn'il  »  hit  ponr  uctn 
oompte  plttBieurs  achats  de  coton  et  uoas  bvodb  pris  note  des  anivsnta : 
L  H     3S3  b&llea  de  Itabitation  Lazare  (Weat  WachiU.) 
L  U     660  ballea  de  I'babitBtion  BimoDnons  (East  Wachitft.) 
L  U     206  bnUea  de  lliabitBUon  SimoiidonB  (Eut  Wachitb.} 

Enslile  1,  ISO  balles  coton. 

TenilleK,  Honaienr,  ai  vens  ne  I'avec  d£Ja  fait,  faire  eotrer  oes  cotona  an  CenaaUt 
de  France  a  la  NoaTelle-Orldaits,  en  retirer  un  certifioat  coQStatftnt  le  titre  de  propritU 
francaisp,  et  enrojer  snr  Ii^b  lieux  aataDt  de  certillcsts  qn'il  ;  anra  de  ddpAta.  Vona 
anrezsoin^Kalement  do  faire  con vTirVaaanrancodn  fBa,etd'oi[vtJr  en  tempanne police 
d'asanrancea  mBTitime  de  rivibre  qnond  on  eip&ljera. 

Conime  il  eat  probable  que  lea  prochainra  lettres-de  Uongienr  Jnlea  Le  More  rom 
annonciTont  de  noaveans  achate,  vona  vondrez  bien  agir  de  ntfime  qne  ponr  lea  1,1BB 
bailee  prAcit^ea. 

Vona  fonmirei  ane  trait<-  anr  none  ponr  le  montant  des  primes  d'aasnisncea,  certi- 
flcats  conanlairpB,  etc.,  et  tont  accueil  eet  &  I'avanoe  r^serrd  b  voa  diapodtiona. 

Nona  Tona  pr&wntODS,  Mouaieur,  noa  cirilit£a  empreas6ea. 

O.  A.  LE  MORE  A  CO. 

^ .._, .__  conforme  ft  I'l 

il  bnit  cent  eoLxaule-qiiatre. 

E.  N.  MONTABDIEB. 


PKBBU. 

Havu,  6  aut  leei. 

MonNOnr  E.  N.  HOKTAaniRR, 

MoxsntUR :  Sana  vona  conflrmons  no  tr«  lettre  dn  4  ct.  par  Gemunia  et  anz  reona- 
niendatious  qu'elle  contenait  none  vonona  en  footer  nne  qne  nous  conaiddrona  eanme 
trtM  important!!;  o'estqii'll  fBudrarecommander  aiixdi^l^gii&idoahabitationaportean 
dea  ourtiHcats  cnusnlairea,  qae  dnna  le  cas  on  lea  fSd^ranx  iraient  sur  lee  planlatiou 
mAmuHsaieirle  cotnn,  ils  devraipiit  eiiger  que  ceuxqui  aaiairaientendonnent  no  nfa 
All  doe  du  certiticat  conaula-re  prenaot  en  mAme  tenipa  note  de  Icnrs  nome,  qnalil^, 

None  pcnsona  n'nvoir  pins  rieii  &  ajonter  &  tontea  Doe  recommandalione  et  dani  la 
cas  oil  niiUHauriniiHomlesqiielque  chose  nonsDOue  reposonaentiferenient  anr  vona  po*i 
faire  le  iiircasaire. 

Ci-inulnale  priicouraut  de  cejonret  d'aatrepart  de  uotre  lettre  par  G«raia»ia,ea 
date  du  4  ct. 
Nona  voos  pr^aentoiiB,  Monsieur,  nos  oiviltUs  empresstfes. 

O.  A.  Lr  UOBE  &  CO., 

T.  S.  r.  P. 
L^ation  de  Franet  aux  £taU-  I7iUt.— 256. 

WabHINOTOM,  ;■  17>ma  1B61. 
Honsirur  :  Je  Tona  prie  de  faire  earoir  &  M.  Le  More  qne  j'ai  pr^aent^  sa  T^olaaa- 
tiou  an  Oouvemenieut  dee  Stata-Unis,  et  qn'ayant  fait  taMmpDier  immjdiatcnimt 
aprta  la  K^uoption  de  xa  aecoude  lettre,  par  l'Attoniey-G6n6ral,  de  BiupendK,  k  Ctiro, 
la  vonta  dea  toteua  q iii puurraient  Ini  appartenir,  J'ai  lien d'espArer  qne  oetoidnapa 
Aire  donnd  uu  tetupa  utile. 

Reoevez,  Mousienc,  raaanrauee  de  ma  coRNd^ratiou  diatingaie. 

L.  DK  QBOFBOY. 
HoD^enr  Kaucownrt, 

arrant  tlit  Com¥tat  it  iVanoa  d  la  youvdU-OrUant. 
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A  Son  ExttlUvee  Jt  MiaUtTe  Set  Jffatlrti Strangirtt,  Pari*: 

UoNSiEUR  IX  MiNiSTRE;  NouB  ATonB  su  I'hoQQeur  de  TOQs  adnwBer  lea  28  tuai  Bt  13 
Jain  derciers  divers  docaments  relatifH  it  la  saiaiedo  1,153  balles  cotou  op^r^  k  Qotrfl 
pr^iidice  ca  avril  deroicr  dana  la  rivifere  Onaohita  (Loniaiane)  par  im  ofBcicr  de  1ft 
vsriae  (M^lalv  des  Etabt-Uuia. 

A  ces  inAmtja  datea  noas  iuvoquiona  votre  pnissaate  inttirvention  afin  de  tranemettta 
kla  Imitation  &  WaabiagtoD  lea  inatractioDa  necdsaaliea  pooril^clauier  la  reatitDtion  im- 
mMiate  de  Dotre  propri^t^. 

NooB  eavons de  aource  certalQeqnenoal.l&SballesaoUinqct  reprgaentent  an  Hbtm, 
en  ce  moment,  bu  delit  de  ud  milliou  et  demi  de  fraiioa  ^taieut  encore  intactea  4  Cairo, 
fto  coninienceuielit  de  Jaia,  et  QOUa  D'avooa  paa  le  moindre  doiite  qu'uue  demande  for- 
melle  de  reatitation  adreaefe,  aans  retard,  par  la  Legation  de  Frauce  an  GrunTeruement 
de  ^^asbiogtOD,  aerail  accueillie  favorable luest,  appuj'te  comme  elle  I'eat  dee  preuvea 
irr^usabtes  de  ooCre  titre  de  propriiti. 

HauB  BOininea  avec  respect,  Mousleur  le  Miuiatre,  de  votre  Excelleuoe,  lea  trds  hum' 
blea  et  ob^Usanta  aerviteoia, 


[DnpIlcOLl 


J.  A.  LE  MOBE  &  CO. 
Xew-York,  lljuilletimi. 


A  Si»t  ExetlJfMee  te  Minittre  de  France  i  ffaihinglon : 

Monsieur  le  Ministre  :  Nona  avoaa  I'hotineur  do  vodb  Bxpoaer  que  ana  amia  et 
eorrenpondaiiU,  Uoaaieure  O.  A.  Le  More  &,  Cio.  du  Havre,  nuus  out  euvny^  uue  pro- 
eumtion  ep^iale  ea  uotre  faveur  k  liu  de  rfclamer  uu  leur  nam  auptis  dn  Gimverae- 
moDl  de  Waabingtou,  et  de  nous  fuire  remettre  1,153  balies  de  coton,  leur  proprMt<; 
iMqaalles  uyaat  4t4  aohot^ea  poor  leor  conipte  par  Monaienr  JuIhi  Lh  Mure,  out  4t6 
•ftiu««  le  10  avril  dernier  par  le  Capitaine  Foster,  commandaut  uue  tlotiUe  I'Sd^rale  sur 
1*  rivii-re  Ouachita,  savoir : 

1.  323  bailee  de  coton  niarqjes  L.  M.,  snr  habitation  Lasare,  dana  la  rivi&ra 

West  Ouachita. 

2.  830  ballea  de  coton,  marqn€ea  Tatam  &,  Simmons,  eur  habitation  Sim- 

mouB  dans  la  rivitee  Eaat  Ouachita. 

Euaemble    1,153  ballea  de  coton. 


tiona  tijceaanires,  poui 
Hn'k  lenr  ddfant  iU  eoi 
produira. 

Aujourd'hui  noue  recevouB  one  lettre  de  Monaienr  Julea  Le  More,  noua  mmettsnb 
copie  d'nne  d^luration  qii'il  a  envoye  ii  In  L^jTation  fri»](^aise  par  I'uutieaiiiio  dn  con- 
SDl  de  France  &1b  Noavelle-OrMaria.  11  nona  coiumuuique  en  m@me  tempH  qne  1« 
eoton  eat  H  Cairo,  et  qu'ou  lui  dit  que  le  Commodore  Porter  avait  abundonnfi  la  poar- 
BQlte  de  cea  cotona. 

Nona  avuus  I'bonnenr  de  voua  remettre  soue  ce  pli  les  documents  suivants  qua  nona 
aTons  re^n  de  Meaara.  O.  A.  Lu  More  ct  Cie. : 

1.  Copie  d'un  proci^-verbal  en  date  du  13  avril  1864  de  la  paroisse  Onachita. 

a,  Copie  cert iti6e  de  2  lettms,  4  et  6  mai,  adress^es  pareux  &  Monsieur  E.  N.  Hontar- 
dler  &  la  Nuuvelle-0rl6ans. 

3.  Copie  d'nne  lettre  qu'ila  out  adress^  le  26  mai  &  Monsieur  W.  H.  Seirard,  Secr^ 
tair«  d'etat  dea  Ctats-Unia. 

Dana  I'int^rfit  de  noa  amis,  Meaaieurs  G.  A.  Le  More,  nona  vona  prions,  Mousienr  le 
Hinialre.  de  vonloir  bien  nona  informer  ai  par  anite  d'instr  net  in  na  revues  dn  Hinistere 
dea  Affaires  Ctranfj^res,  vona  avez  fatt  quelqne  d-marche  auprta  des  autorit^a  ds 
Washington  pour  r^clamer  la  rtstitntion  de  cea  cotona,  on  it  leur  defaul,  leur  ^uiva- 
lent  en  espies,  et  s'il  y  a  lieu  de  croire,  comme  nona  reap^iona,  que  le  GouTernement 
dea  £tata-Unis  r^pare  promptement  oet  acta  de  spoliation. 

Conhanta  dana  votre  haute  aollicitude  pour  lea  int^rfita  fnnfaia,  nona  demeurona 
ftToo  respect,  Mousienr  le  Miniatre,  de  votre  Exoellence,  lea  tr^  humbles  et  tn!a 
obiaaantB  servilenra, 

HBYMES,  BEG.  A  CO. 

Legation  de  Frauoa  anx  £lata-Unis. — 3099.    Direction  politique. 

Washinotok,  U  Ujmllet  18C4. 
MOMBIEUK  LI  UmsTm :  J'ai  I'bonoear  d'occnser  reception  i,  votre  Eicelleoce  d« 
aa  dfotelM,  an  dale  dn  23  da  moia  dernier,  relative  b  la  reclamation  de  la  maUou  L« 
Moie.  ,-  , 
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It.  Fanconnet  la'avaEt  efFectivement^critsn  Bujet  de  cstto  Bffaini  Bt  il  m'sTMtit,  (■ 
mfine  t«tnpB,  qae  les  totooB,  tranaport^a  i,  Cairo,  n'y  avaient-paa  enaoi«  ^t^  veodui  et 
ne  devraittnt  paa  I'^treavaDt  lemijieadejaio.  Ed  caaeAquance,  M.  Le  Uoreme  lainlt 
prier  d'agir  ftupr^  (In  gouvemenieiit  f^d^ral  pour  que  laTsnte  futsiupeiidueJaHla'ica 
qn'il  eut  pii  Stre  atata^  but  la  rAvlamation.  Jedemandai  done  ft  M.  Seward  de  voolob 
bien  t£16](rapliier  iiuni6diat«inent  4  Cairo,  ce  qn'il  fit;  et  J'ai  an  depuia  que  lesinatriM- 
tiona  de  rAttorney-ti^n^ral  dea  ^tata-Unia  ^taieat  arriv^eaen  temps  utile  poor  qoe  1m 
int^reaa^B  aient  pu  fairs  valnir  leurs  droits  devant  la  cour  du  district  da  I'lUiDOW. 
ToEre  Excellence  Terra,  par  la  note  ci-Joiote  de  M.  Seward,  que  le  goavemeownt  ii- 
d^iml  s'abstient  d'entrer  dans  I'examen  de  raOaite  tant  qu'elle  eat  peadMtte  devint 
lt»  tribuuanz. 

Je  Buis  avec  reapeot,  Monsieur  le  Miuiatre,  de  Totre  Excellence,  1b  trhM  hnrobia  «i 
ir&a  ob^iaaant  servitenr, 

G.  DS  OEOFBOT. 

I.  de  New-Tork,  corraepODdkuti  de  la 

,     drocnration  apiSci>1e  qu'lla  ont  rafoa 

dn  Havre  k  I'elTet  de  rriclamer  du  EouTeruement  red^ral  la  restitution  dea  eotou  a 
litige.  J'ai  rhoDcear  de  mettre  ici  boub  les  yeas  de  votre  Eicellenee  l»  copie  de  ■» 
T6pouM  k  cette  communication,  et  J'eap^re  qu'elle  sera  approurie  par  TOtn  Excel- 


s  lettre  de  U.  de  Qeofroy  ci 

AnaezB  No.  1.— D^p.  du  14JniDet  1B64.    Don.  FttlitiqDe. 
M.  ie  Oeofrog  i  MM.  BegHt*  frirt*  at  de. 

Wasbinotom,  le  ISj'bUU  1854. 

HxseiBCRs  ;  Totre  lettre  da  11  ue  m'eat  parvenne  que  oe  matin  par  anita  da  I'ititM- 
nption  des  communioatioas  entre  New- York  et  Waabingtoo  qai  aen  lien,  oomme  rooi 
leaavez,  ces  Jours  paas^. 

L'affaire  de  MU.  Le  More  m'»  6t6  tranamiae  le  20  mai  dernier  parle  Tioe-conanl  de  B. 
If.  1  la  NonTelle-Or16ans.  Le26,  ime  lettre  anbe^qnente  m'apprit  qneleacotone^taieiit 
A  Cairo,  qu'ila  n'y  avaieat  paa^t^  encore  vendua  et  M.  l,e  More  me  &iBait  prierd'ob- 
t«nir  an  auraia  h la  vente  pendant  lequel  il  anrait  le  tsmpa  d«  fairs  voloir  set  droitt 
devant  le  tribunal  oharg^  de  prononoer  sur  la  validity  de  la  prine.  J'eo  parlai  in- 
m^diatement  an  aeor^taire  d'fitat  qui,  aur  ma  demands,  fit  t^lrigrapbier  ii  Cairo  par 
I'Attomey-G^n^ral,  desfltats-Unia.  L'avia  arrivaen  tenipe  ntileetla  TeatetntindtS- 
tiiment  Huapendne,  en  aorte  que  lea  int^reaalSs  out  eu  tout  ]e  tema  nl^oeasaire  poQT  pr6- 
aenter  et  aoutenir  lenr  reclamation  devant  la  cour  du  diatriat  de  I'lllinois. 

Lea  choaes  (Stant  en  oet  £tat,  Je  n'ai  paa  k  interrenir  taut  que  MM.  lie  Hor«peoTent 
obtenir  la  restitution  de  lenr  propTi6I«  par  la  voie  Judiclaire;  Jnaqu'&  ee  que  le  tciba- 
nal  ait  prononc^  le  eouv't  red^ral  ne  peut  Atre  utilement  enCretean  de  cette  affaiie 
«t  ce  n'eet  qu'en  caa  dMiQ  d6a\  de  Justice  que  la  legation  devrait  la  prendre  en  mun. 

J'ai  I'bonnenr  de  tous  renvoyer,  ci'Joint,  la  procuration  do  MM.  Le  More  qni  peal 
Toos  Atre  n6ceBaaire  dovaot  la  conr  de  i'lllinois  et  qui  an'y  a  paa  lieu,  ponr  le  momeat 
de  presenter  an  ddp't  d'jtat. 

TeuillflE,  du  reate,  MM.,  me  teolt  inform^  des  incidenla  et  de  I'Usne  du  proota,  tt 
Toeovaz,  etc., 

L.  ox  GEOFBOT. 

Annexe  No.  3.— D£p.  da  14JnUlet,  1864.— Don.  PoUtiqna. 

Mr.  Seuiard  iM.dt  Gtofro), 

WASBitroTOir,  Jiate  14, 19H. 
SiK ;  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowlodse  the  receipt  of  vour  note  of  yeatarday  upw 
the  Bubjtict  of  a  claim  of  Mr.  JdIcb  Tb6odore  Arthur  Le  More  to  a  quantity  of  coUoa 
eeised  aa  enemy'a  property  on  the  river  Ouocbitit,  in  Louiaiaoa,  b;  Captain  Foatar, 
«f  the  Navy  of  tbe  United  Statea,  and  taken  to  Cairo,  Itl.,  for  Judioial  prooeediuKi, 
'With  a  view  to  ita  condemnation.  It  is  not  to  be  dcmbted  that  theoonrt  of  the  United 
Statea  for  the  diatrict  of  Illinois  will  have  given  due  oonaideration  to  aDjsncfaoUia 
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whicU  may  have  b«en  bningbt  to  Jla  atteotioti.    With  a  vien,  however,  to  prevent 

.1...I-I ».  * .,-; jj^_  theAtlomey-Gonerf'  "^  -' ..^  —  — -— 

e  proper  Judicial  officer. 

SEWABD. 

Havre,  S  aeoit,  1464. 
HsMienTs  Reynea  Brothebs  Jt  Co.,  Jfew  Tork: 

Mrssiecrb:  NoniTou8COuSTDiOQHDotiedemi^reda39£conlrietrecevoiu  &  I'tostast 
votre  estiiD^e  dn  19  do.  convrant  copiedelar^pousede  la  L^gatioode  France  ll  Waah- 
iogtOD  CD  datedn  ISJuitlet ;  nuosy  voyouelepamgrapbeBaivaatqaenonsDepouTons 
bieD  nooB  eipliqner: 

"Le  26  Que  lettre  snbt^qnente  m'apprend  qne  lea  cotona  ^talent  A  Cairo,  qnlla  n^ 
araient  pas  616  encare  vendtifl  et  MonsiHUT  I>h  More  tne  I'aisait  prier  d'obtenir  nn  sureU 
ila  TeatapeodaDtlequelilaiiraitle  temps  (lefairevaloir  tea  droits  deraot  le  tribonal 
cliBTgri  de  proDoucer  eur  la  Taliilit4  da  la  prise  etc." 

Nona  diaoDs  qae  uoas  ne  pouvons  bieu  noaa  expliqaer  ce  paraeraphe,  car  «n  loAnie 
tempt  que  votre  lettre  nous  eu  recevouH  nne  de  notre  agent,  H.  Julea  Le  More,  datte 
N.  O.,  U  Juillet,  dans  taqiielle  11  nous  dit : 

"Monaiear  Faaconnet  (leggrant^a  oonaulat)  a  refu  parte  dernier  vapear  one  lettra 
de  la  JtigatioD  qal  lui  marqae  que  la  r^clamatioD  a  616  prtfaent^  au  cabinet  de  Waeb- 
In^ton  el  que  I'ordre  a  6t6  doani  de  ii6  paa  disposer  dea  cotona  qnui  aont  toujonra  A 
Cairo.  Je  compte  que  le  prochain  vapeur  apportera  nne  nonvelle  tniasiTe  informaot 
Monaieur  Faacoaiiet  de  ce  qne  le  secretaire  de  Is  marine  aura  rtipondu  &  notre  ambas- 
ssdenr.     Dieu  veaille  que  oe  scit  nn  ordre  imm^dlat  de  realitution," 

11  7  a  la  dedans  oomme  nn  malentendn  que  nona  ne  ponvona  expliquer,  et  le  plna 
timple  eat  que  H.  J.  Le  More  vienne  iiniiiCdiateDientfcNew-Tork  a'abaucberaTecTona. 
poisde  li  aille  ^Washington  prendre  iceconseilebienTeillaotads  la  legation  et  poatse 
ji]sqn>&  Cairo,  s^  le  fant. 

Noua  TOUs  BvoaoDS  que  nona  o'aimerions  paa  A  nous  pr&iauter  derant  nne  oonr  looala 
de  I'lllinois  k  moins  d'etre  bien  aaaur&>  par  notre  ambassadenr  q'une  dficisioa  defa- 
Torable  n'inTallderait  pas  notre  rticlamatiou  ult^rieiire  par  I'entremiae  de  notre  goaver- 
nement.  Nonsaommes  peut^lfcmal-inrormteici,  maLanona  ne  comprenons  pasqn'DDa 
restitution  de  pcupri^t^  francaiae  dsmand^e  avco  lea  prou^  es  k  I'appni  an  cabinet  da 
Waahiugton  par  iiiterm£diaire«  oonsulairo  et  miaist^riel  ait  &  Atre  dribattue  devant 
one  COOT  de  justice  locale  ffidffale.  Tantefois  si  cela  doit  6tre  ainal,  notre  agent  anra 
i  s'en  oocaper  sans  retard.  , 

Bi  M.  Jales  Le  More  n'eat  paa  aupr^a  de  voua  ii  la  reception  de  cette  lettre,  Teuillea 
Ini  en  envoyer  imui£diatement  copie,  en  y  Joignaut  copie  do  La  lettre  qna  la  legation  a 
en  la  compiaioance  de  vona  ^orire. 

U  se  poarrait  qne  malgrd  lea  inconvenienta  d'ua  d^placemeot,  notre  siear  cbef  m 
tandit  Ini-mAme  anx  fltata-Unia  par  nn  dea  prochaina  eteamera,  car  devant  une  affaiia 
de  cette  importapce,  et  desretarda  tonjoura  inqn^itanta  il  faut  aavoirsacriflec  d'aatres 
int^rAts.' 

Hods  vona  prjaentooe,  Mesdeuta,  noa  atnicalea  salutations. 

O.  A,  LE  MORE  4,  CO. 

Ligation  de  France,  am  fitata-Unis. — 3903.    Direction  Politiqne. 

WASHIvaTOM,  It  i  arril  1864. 

HONfllEUR  1.E  MiNtBTRE:  J'ai  refu  la  seconde  d£p6che  que  votre  Excellence  m'a 
fait  I'hon near  de  m'^rire  le  13  Juillet,  au  sujet  dela  aaisiede  1,153  balleade  eoton  ap- 
part«Dant  i  la  maison  Le  More. 

Ha  lettre  dn  14  juillet  aura  fait  coimaltre  &  votre  Eioellence  les  mesnres  conserva- 
trices  qne  j'ai  prisee  ft  I'origine,  dansrint^ret  etsur  ladantaude  dea  r^clamanta,  ainsi 
que  la  position  acluelle  de  I'affaire.  La  vente  a  616  enapetidue  et  une  iuHtniction  jn- 
diciaire  eat  commeuc^e  pour  constater  qiie  MM.  Le  More  aonc  bien  legitimes  propria 
tairca  decea  colons.  A  la  i^eption  de  ladduAcbe  de  votre  Excellence,  jeBuisall^  de 
noQTeau  entretenir  M.  Seward  de  cette  r6clamatiQD.     II  ae  ddfeud  tonjoura  de  la 


falresortir  dea  voiesjndiciairrB,  maia  j'ai  insiatl!  vivement  pour  qn'il  ne  ry  laisse  paa 
trainer;  Je  lui  ai  meme  moutr^  lea  deux  d^pAchea  de  rotre  Sicellence,  et  j«  crbis 
I'avoir  coDvaiocn  de  I'intirf  t  special  que  le  gouvemement  de  VEmpereur  attaclte  b  c« 
qa'i^Ue  ait  nne  prompte  solution,  et  par  consequent  de  la  ndi^eaaite  d'abrfger  les  for- 
malit^s  l^galea  qu'il  dit  indispennabrea. 

Je  snis  avec  respect,  Monsieur  le  Ministie,  de  votre  Excellence  le  trfea  humble  et 
tr^  ob^issant  aervitenr, 

L.  OE  QEOFROY. 
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Depabthent  of  Statx, 
'      IPiukiiigUiii,  S  Amfail,  1861 
Son  Excellence  MonBieai  Drouth  DC  Lhuys, 

Minittre  d»»  Affairtu  Etraiiglru,  4v, 
Sir  :  Witb  reference  to  the  cotton  Beizsd  od  the  Oaachits  River,  in  Lenigitiia.by 
Captain  FoaCer,  of  the  Navy,  and  alleged  to  have  been  for  tbeacconet  of  and  to  hkr'e 
belonged  to  Mewra.  Le  Mote,  of  Havre,  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  yon  that  in  older 
to  obtain  an  understauding  of  the  merits  of  the  claim,  I  have  fonnd  it  neeeuaTj  to 
call  for  information  conoemiug  the  judicial  proceedings,  tbe  Habatance  of  evidenca 

Srodnced,  aail  the  groundB  of  capture,  all  of  which  I  have  requested  of  tbe  proper 
epartmeutH,  aLd  so  sood  as  I  obtain  the  replies  I  Bball  have  the  honor  of  addreenog 
you  upon  the  subject. 
Accept,  sir,  a  reneweil  Msarance  of  my  high  conaideration. 

WILLIAU  H.  8BWABD. 

CoDsnlat  de  France  k  la  Nonvelle-Orltianit. 

SovvaiAx-OniAixa,  13  aait  1864. 
JfoxMEur  It  Charg4  d'Jffaira : 

Cette  lettre  vodb  sera  ren 
I'affajre  de  coton  dout  j'ai  e 

U.  Le  Uore  esp^e,  parsa  presence  eC  sea  explioations,  h4ter  peut^tre  In  tolatiande 
eett«  affaire,  et  je  vons  aerai  influiment  reconnaisaant  de  I'aide  et  de  I'appai  qne  vons 
Toudrez  bien  Inl  prater  eit  cette  circoustance. 

Venillez agr^r, Monsieur  lechai-K^  d'affaires,  lesassuranoesdemon  reepeet  et  dema 
haut«  consideration. 

Le  g4rant  du  Consniat : 

FAUCOKNET. 

Nsw-YoKK,  h  19  aait  1664. 

Honsixur:  Nona  avons  ea  I'bouneur  de  vons  ^crire  le  15  pour  vuus  informer  de  la 
yeote  dee  1,163  ballesdecotonappartenant  ^lamaison  0.  A-IisMoie  JtCie.doHaTte. 
Depnis  nous  avouB  leen  une  lettre  de  ces  Mesaieurs,  dattie  Havre,  le  2  aoltt,  dont  noos 
prenons  la  liberty  de  vous  remettre  copie  ci-Joiate. 

II  paralt  que  Messienrs  O.  A.  Le  More  n'oot  pas  bien  compria  la  a6ixant6  de  eom- 
paraltre  devaot  une  coor  fSd^rale,  et  qu'avant  do  s'y  pn^aenter  ils  aimeraieat  &  Hn 
assnr^s  par  la  legation  qu'uue  decision  d^&vorable  n'invaliderait  poslenr  rjclamatioa 
mltdrieore  par  I'eutremLse  da  Gonveroement  Impi^rial. 

Nous  auriouH  beaucoup  de  plaisii  h  pouvoir  leur  transmettre  cetto  oaaarance  sor  on 
mot  de  votre  part.  Leur  anxi6I^  est  fort  natnfelle,  qaand  il  s'agit  d'int£r£ts  anw 
importants.  Du  reste,  comine  ila  I'indiquant  dans  leur  lettre,  il  est  trte  probable  qne 
le  ehef  de  la  maison,  M.  -Quatave  Le  More,  vieune  par  un  dea  procholns  steamsn 
d*Earope,  et  dana  ce  cas  il  aura  l'opportniut6  de  prendre  lui-mfime  vos  avia  bieuveil- 
lants. 

Akt^z,  Monsieur,  I'assurance  de  la  consid^Tation  la  plna  distiogafe  de  tm  ti^ 
hnmbles  et  tr^  ob4issants  serviteurs, 

KEYNES  BKOS.  A  CO. 


Annexe  No.  3. — DSp.  du  26  avril. — Don.  politique. 

M.  Seward  i  H,  de  Gt^frog. 

Departmbitt  op  Statk, 

Wa*hi»gto»,  lU  Amgutt,  IBM. 

8ir:  I  have  the  honor  to  reonf  to  your  note  of  the  13th  of  Jnne  laat,  which  relatm 
to  tbe  cotton  claimed  by  Messrs,  G.  A.  fjo  More  &  Co. 

The  inquiries  which  I  have  made  ou  that  subject  have  resulted  in  asoertaiuing  tbe 
Ikota  that  tbe  cotton  fouud  by  the  naval  ofBcers  on  tbe  Ouachita  River  was  taken  bf 
them  mth  a  view  to  saving  it  from  destruction,  tor  the  bsnefit  of  lawful  owners  whra 
there  were  such,  and  fur  tbe  Oovornment  when  there  were  not  anoh  owners.  The 
cotton  was  conveyed  to  Cairo  and  placed  in  the  custody  of  the  circuit  court  of  the 
United  Btatea  for  the  aouthorn  district  of  Illinois,  and  in  tbe  keepiUK  of  the  niarshsl 
at  Cairo,  where  it  yet  remains.  Allperaons  who  have  shown  to  the  marshal  }nal 
olalmahave  received  tbeir  cotton.     Wnenthe  claims  shownapp«ared  to  bo  insofloient 


Xioo^^lc 


PRBMCH  AMD  AMEKICAN   CLAIMS  COMMISSION.  31? 

tlie  oKaes  have  bMa  referred  to  tbe  ooart  for  its  deciBion,  the  oottOD  in  the  meaatime 
leiOMniog  in  the  posMwaioa  o[  tbe  marabal,  who  is  au  offioor  uf  thia  QoveTDment. 

I  laftm  fttiDi  the  ilistriot  attorney  that  the  cottun  which  you  meotioa  is  olaimed  by 
Uaavo.  Le  Hore  db  Co.  ia  now  in  tbe  custody  of  the  court,  and  only  waiting  for  th» 
loKal  owners  to  eatabliah  their  claim  to  it,  which  in  the  first*  instance  may  be  sub- 
mittad  to  th«  marahal  at  Cairo,  and  if  the  claims  shonld  be  diaallowed  by  him,  then' 
to  bo  Bnbmitt«d  to  the  United  Statea  court,  I  have  given  notice  of  Messrs.  Le  Mnre 
&  Co.'s  olaini  to  the  marshal.  But  I  think  it  proper  tliat  you  shonld  agaiu  advise 
tbem  to  present  their  claim  to  the  court  in  the  legal  and  cuat^imary  way,  and  to  lose 
no  time  in  doing  so. 

Tbe  President  haa  no  lawful  authority  in  thia  coao  to  withdraw  the  qneatioD  of  titl« 
from  ttie  JLldiciai  authority  which  I  have  named,  nor  is  he  able  to  perceive  how  any 
Executive  Department  of  the  Government,  if  it  had  any  authority  to  do  so,  could  hope 
to  arrive  at  a  decision  upon  acodlicting  claim  more  correctly,  or  even  more  promptly, 
than  tbe  court  to  whom  the  law  refers  *he  question. 

Cortainly  the  Departraent  over  which  I  preside  could  not  adjudicate  npou  ax  parta 
teatimony,  and  it  has  no  authority  to  try  tbe  case  judicially.  Having  now  renewed 
the  snggi-atiou  that  the  Messrs.  I^e  More  &.  Co.  take  the  customary  measures  to  sub- 
mit their  ulaini  to  the  marshal  and  to  tbe  United  dilates  court  at  Cairo,  it  remains  for- 
me U>  ubnerve  tbat  this  GovernmonC  caniiut  acknowledge  any  liability  in  tbe  case  if 
Le  Uorc  &.  Co.  decline  or  umit  to  assert  their  tiile  before  the  legal  tribunal  whose 
Autburity  is  recognized  not  only  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  but  by  the  law  of 
DtktioiM. 

I  give  yoQ  herewith  a  copy  of  two  letters  of  Rear-Admiial  Porter,  which  relate  to 
the  oottoQ  captured  in  the  expedition  in  the  Red  River  and  its  triliuturies,  atnoug 
which  cotton  I  xuppose  that  which  is  olaimed  by  Messrs.  Le  Mure  &.  Co.  is  included. 
Accept,  sir,  &c. 

SEWARD. 


Anneie  So.  4, — D£p.  dn  26  aotlt. — Don.  politique. 
M.  Ot  Gtofraa  i  MM.  Jfeyno. 

WA8HI^-OTO^f,  24  aoit  1864. 

Ukssibcks:  J'ai  tronv^  lei,  an  letonrd'nne petite abseoce  qne  je  vieut  de  fairs,  vos 
deus  lettrea  dn  15  et  dn  19. 

J'»i  immtSdiatemeut  fait  part  an  iecr^taire  d'etat  de  la  nonvelle  que  voua  me  don- 
Dez  de  ta  veute  des  cotons  apparteaanC  A  MM.  Le  More,  M.  Seward  m'a  nSpondu  qne 
Tens  deviez  avoir  6t6  tu:il  iuforin^,  que  ces  cotons  6taiunt  enoora  k  Cairo  et  que,  da 
rente,  11  venait  justement  de  fairo  pn^parer  ane  luttre  au  sujot  de  cetle  alfaire  qu'il  Mt 
proposait  de  m'envoyer  te  jour  mi^uie,  et  dans  laquelle  il  entrust  dans  dea  eiplications 
qui,  l*esp^rait-il,  devraient  me  satiafaire  ainsi  qne  lea  inl^ress^a. 

J'ai,  en  effet,  ref  u  cette  note  et  j'ai  I'hoaneur  de  vone  en  envoyer  oopie. 

Vone  T  veTez  I'asaurance,  uno  seconde  fois  r6p<!l<^»,  qne  les  cotons  wnt  toujonra 
dtipoa^  A  Cairoetyattendent  d'etre  n^clam^a  par  leurs  propri^taires ;  qu'une  premiere 
demande  doit  c'tre  adre&ado  pour  cela  au  marshal  ii  Cairo  et  que  dans  le  cas  oil  ce 
foactionnaire  la  repousserait,  elle  doit  fitre  port^e  devant  la  cour  des  Etats-Unis.  Le 
aeer^taire  d'fttat  eipliqne  enauite  d'uno  fa$on,  4  mon  avis,  concluaute,  qne  o'est,  pour 
le  moment,  la  seule  roie  r^snliftre  et  edre  ponr  MM.  Le  More  de  rentrer  dans  lenr  pro. 
pn«t«. 

II  aemble  r^sulter  de  cetl«  note  que  MM.  Le  More  on  teuis  fondtSa  de  ponvoirs  n'ont 
encore  commence  aucnne  d-marche  ik  cet  eOet  iL  Cairo.  Ceoi  a  lieu  de  me  aurpreudre, 
car  la  lettre  qne  Je  vous  ai  ^crite  le  15  juillet  dernier,  et  dout  vnus  leur  avez  donulS 
commonication,  nedevaitleur  laisner  aucnn  doute  sur  la  marcheqn'ila  avaieiitftsuivre. 
Je  croiB  dODC  devoir  vons  invitei.  Messieurs,  puisque  vons  avez  en  main  uue  procura- 
tion d'enx  A  cet  efTet,  i,  ne  pas  perdrenn  instant  pouragir  il  Cairo  en  leurnom  et  dana 
la  fomne  indiqn^  par  M.  Seward. 

Je  DO  m'expllque  pas  la  repugnance,  montr^e  par  MM.  LeHore,  4  oomparaltre  devant 
nne  conr  fM^rale.  Si  cette  repugnance,  comme  vone  le  dites,  provieut  de  la  crainte 
qn'nne  decision  d^favorabte  de  la  conr  n'iuvalide  leurs  droits  &  une  reclamation  ult^ 
nenre  par  I'eutremiee  de  la  legation,  ils  penvent  se  raaurer.  La  legation,  eu  con- 
•eillaot  k  MM.  Le  More  de  t4aher  de  reconvier  lenr  propridttf  par  les  voies  ordinairea 
de  la  jnstice,  n'abdiqne  point  son  droit  de  repr^eeuter  leur  ailBire  au  gouvernement 
ttd^ral  encaade  dini  de  justice  pronve. 
Reoevez,  etc., 

L.  DE  OEOFROT. 
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DoD.  Politique. — B^cJamation  Le  More. 

Wasbinqtok,  le  26  ootfl  18M. 

M.  le  HiNiSTRS :  J'ai  I'boDDear  d'envofcr  &  rotre  ExoelluDce  divenes  pifeoM  kU- 
tivos  i  I'aftBire  Le  More. 

La  lere  est  nne  lettre  par  laquelle  MM.  Bejnes  Crferea  et  Cie.  de  New  Tork,com- 
«poadenta  de  MM.  Le  More,  m'ont  fait  Buvoir  dorniltTenient  que,  contrairemeat  fcl'at- 
Huranoe  que  lu'en  avait  donnfie  le  secretaire  d'£tat, lea  cotoas  d6poa£s  &  Cairo  j  an- 
raisDt  6t6  veadiisle  2JJaiu  avecd'aatres  lota. 

Fort  sarpria  de  cette  nouvelle,  j'en  allais  parler  L  H.  Seward,  qni  en  parol  f«t 
4U)an6,  ot  me  dit  qn'il  y  avait  lit  Bans  doate  one  erreiir,  que  MU.  Beynes  devaitat 
4tre  mal-infurin£s,  <^n'il  preodrait  k  ce  enjet  dea  rensei^Bmenta,  et  qae  dn  reate,Mir 
I'eoBemble  de  I'aflai  re,  j 'allais  recevoir  nne  r^ponse,  qn'il  avait  fait  preparer,  4  ma 
communications  ant^rienres,  et  oil  il  entrait  dans  des  explioationa  quo  Je  tntn*erw* 
|>robablement  satiBfaisantes. 

Le  lendemain,  enefiet,  je  recevaisla  uoteci-jointe  (Ann.  No.  3),  dont  je  me  Mill  en- 
prrss^  de  transmettre  copie  k  MM.  Beynes,  arec  nne  lettre  que  je  Bonmetsk  votte  El- 
cellpDce  (Ann.No.4). 

M.  Seward  rdp&Ce  une  Beconde  fois  ce  qn'il  m'a  dit.  Lsavoir:  Qno  lea  cotona  aoDt 
tonJQurs  h  Catro,  oti  ils  attendent  que  leurs  propri^tairea  les  aillent  i^clAmer.  II  in- 
•diqni-  qae  c'eat  an  marsbat  qn'on  doit  d'abord  sadreaaer,  et  Buba^nemmeat  ^  la  soar 
■de  I'lllinois,  dans  le  cas  oil  la  r^olamation  ne  aerait  pas  admise  par  lui. 

Je  ne  voia  poa  trop  ce  que  MM.  Le  More  pourraient  objecter  a  ce  mode  de  prooMw ; 
j'avoue  m6me  qa'ils  avaient  depnis  longtempH  prls  les  meaores  indiqodea  par  U- 
fieward,  et  que  lenr  affaire  avait  €t6  d^J^  port6e  devant  la  conr  d'lltlniriB. 

Ilr^Bult«rait,  ancontraire,  delanoteduSecT^taired'Btat,  qneoeaMM.,  apitetn'aTMr 
«DVO]'e  leur  affaire  par  I'entreuiiHe  de  de  M.  Fanconnet,  et  apr^  en  avoir  entretenn 
'votre  Excellence,  ont  Juc^  qu'ila  a'avaient  pins  b,  u/fir  penionnellement. 

M.  Julee  Le  More,  de  la  Nonvelle-OrManB,  m'avait  d'abord  fait  anaoncer  aavenn  *a 
Nord.     II  n'a  poa  pam,  an  moius  Je  n'en  ai  pas  en  de  nonvelles. 

M.  Jnlee  I^  More,  Je  doia  le  dire,  anaaitot  lea  cotona  aaisia  aur  la  riviere  Ouachita, 
adreaaa  nne  premiere  reclamation  an  Commodore  Porter  qni,  pour  dea  raiaoua  booDaa 
on  uiauvaieee,  la  repnuHsa,  et  le  renvoja  k  Cairo.  II  eat  dvident  que  ai  anr  la  aenle 
Tue  dea  marques  appoB^ea  aui  les  ballea  de  coton,  cet  offlcier,  qni  en  a  rendn,  dit-il,  i 
d'antrea  r^clamanta  qni  se  tronvaidnt  dans  le  mAme  caa,  a  refus^  cetto  foia  de  ae  det- 
eaiair  de  celleii  de  M.  Le  More,  c'eat  qu'il  arait,  anr  la  provenance,  dea  dontea  qoi  ne 
ponvaieot  6tre  edaircta  que  par  nne  inatruotion  Judiciaire ;  de  \k  I'envoi  an  Cain; 
delit  auaai  t'obligation  pour  I'iutereaad  d'y  aller  pouranivre  aa  reclamation,  et  foiie  it- 
former  la  fin  de  uon-receroir,  ^videmuieat  tonle  praviaoire,  de  I'ofBcier  commaDdODt 
lea  forces  naval ea. 

Je  prie  votre  Excellence  de  vonloir  liien  remarqner  qne  ja  ne  pn^nfte  ioi  en  anenne 
fa^on  la  qoeaiion  de  legitime  propri^M.  II  me  aemble  aenlement  qaedfea  riastmtoii 
il  y  a  dome,  il  eat  asaes  naturel  que  le  gonvemement  americain  tieune  k  bire  nne 
«nquM«.     Mm.  Le  More  n'ont,  je  pnnae,  rien  k  appreheuder. 

D'atllearB,  le  gonvemement  dea  Etata-Unia  aaittr^abieo  qn'en  caa  de  denide  jaalice, 
Je  me  tiena  pr£t  &  reprendre  I'all'aire.  Maia  il  eat  important  que  MM.  Le  More,  an 
neglij^ant  on  refuaant  de  produire  leura  titrea,  ne  ae  metteut  poa  dana  le  caa  de  voir 
le  gouvernement  dediner  4  aoa  tonrtonte  reaponaabillte,  alnai  queM.  Seward,  aa  pr<- 
viaion  de  ce  caa,  a  aoin  de  le  marquer  expreaMment  k  la  fin  de  sa  note.  Anasi  votie 
Excellence  iiigera-t-elle  aana  doule  ntile  de  donnei  commnnication  de  cette  lettre  i  U 
naiaoD  du  Havre,  ainai  que  Je  I'ai  fait  moi-meme  ponr  eea  correapondanta  de  New- 

Nkw-Yobe,  30  aott  196*. 
Mooeienr  L.  de  Geovboy, 

Charge  £  Affaira  de  Franct,  Washington:  , 

Monsievr:  Mou  fr^re  et  moi  avona  quitt^  bier  Waahington,  et  partons  aDJoard'hBi 
poor  Cairo  directemenC. 

Nona  vona  serions  tris  reconuaiaaante  de  vouloir  Lien  nona  envoyer  sons  ooDvert  de 
Meaaienra  Beynea,  Broa.  &  Co.,  k  New  York,  copie  dea  deux  lettrea  de  I'Amiral  Portir, 

Sreaumaut  qu'it  peut  Sire  utile  de  porter  coa  Uocnmenta  k  la  oonnaiaaance  de  Iji  ""'>' 
e  rillinaia,  ai  noua  avona  k  nona  pr^HeDter  devant  elle. 

AuaaitAt  uotre  arrivee  k  Cairo,  nona  nona  euiprcsserons  de  vona  communiqner  pu 
ddpeche  et  par  lettre  le  resnitnt  de  uoa  d-marches. 

J'ai  I'bouneur  d'etre,  Monaieur  lu  Cbargd  d'Aflaires,  votre  tr^a  reapeotaenx  mttI- 


JUL£S  Lb  MOBE. 
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Sprinofield,  III.,  5  upteinbrt  1864. 
HonueuT  L.  db  Oeofbot, 

Chargi  cPAJIaiTit  de  Franoe,  WatMngton : 

HoNBiBCR :  Afln  de  nous  conrormer  am  iDdioations  donndea  par  Monaienr  Seward, 
dBDs  la  lettre  qn'il  voqb  adreMait  !e  19  aotit  dernier  et  t^ue  vouh  avez  eu  la  bonM  da 
nnoB  commnQiquer,  nonsnons  Bon:iraeBreDduB&  Cairo,  mon  frfere  et  inoi,pour  r^olatner 
all  maisbal  dea  Ktats-UnU  (Monaienr  D.  L.  Phillipa)  lea  1,153  bt.  coton  de  Q.  A.  La 
More  i  Co.  Ce  fonotionnaire  ne  ae  tronrant  pas  h  Cairo  et  r&iidant  jl  Sprinf{fleld, 
nans  Dona  Bommea  rendna  anpr^  de  hii  et  lai  avona  fait  la  demande  dea  dits  cotoiis, 
II  nona  a  rApondn  les  aroir  TendnB,  ainai  quo  tous  lee  antrea  eotons  qni  ae  tronvaient 
i-  Cairo  le  2x  jnin  dernier,  anr  nn  ordre  de  conr,  et  qne  le  prodait  en  BTait  6i6  dtiposiC 
ciaUH  nne  bsiiqne  de  Sprin^eld. 

Nona  vona  en  arona  doiin^  avia  ce  matin  par  nne  d^pAche  ^lectriqne,  dont  oopie  oi- 
joiDt«,  aSn  de  voaa  en  informer  dana  le  plua  bref  d^lai.  Cette  Tente,  op^rAe  malgrA 
DOS  d^marchee  ponr  I'empAcher,  nona  met  dana  I'lmpoasibilttA  d'identitier  la  marcban- 
di*e,  ets'il  fant  procAder  Judiciariemeut  pardevant  lacoDrdel'Illinoia,  ponren  obtenir 
U  prodnit,  I'avocat  que  noua  venomi  de  oonanltero  affirme  qii'ila'6oonlerade  4  &  Smois 
avaot  d'arriver  k  one  aolution. 

IKaaa  n'en  avoaa  pas  moina  fait  oe  matin  le  ueoAaaaira  en  conr  ponr  entrer  la  r^ola- 
matioo,  maia  ponr  ae  aoumettre  X  de  pareila  dAlaia  11  fandrait  pouToirsAjonmer  id 
an  tampa  iDd^termiiiti,  ce  qni  dana  notra  ooudition  eat  matAriellement  impoasible;  en 
outre,  daaa  nne  proc^ure  oomme  colle  dont  nona  aommes  menacAa,  i1  fant  a'attendre  & 
dea  contest atioD a  et  &  dea  oomplieatioua  qni  peavent  reenter  i  I'infini  la  dAoiaion  de 
la  conr  et  oecaalonner  ainai  un  prdjadioe  irrAmridiable  i  Q.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co. 

Gd  cooa^nence,  nona  vonaaappliona,  Monaienr  le  ohargri  d'affairea,  de  tod  loir  bien 
noua  aaaister  de  votre  bienveillanDe,  et  a'il  n'y  a  paa  moyen  d'obtenir  i  Woahington 
le  r^glament  dea  cotona  vendas,  de  Touloir  bien  nona  ^clairer  de  voa  bona  oonaeila; 
car  nona  ne  vojona  rtellemeot  paa  oommeDt  arriver  ici  &  nne  aolution  prompte  et 
aatiafaisante. 

Fleins  de  recoonaiaaanee  poor  I'acneil  bienveiUaut  one  vona  avez  bien  vonla  nooa 
tain,  Doaa  oaona  eapArer  que  voaa  voudrez  bien  noua  noQorer  de  quelqnea  lieiiea  de 
i^ponae,  qae  nons  tous  serona  fort  oblig£a  de  nona  adieaaer  aona  corert  de  Maaars. 
Kejnea,  Bros.  &  Co.  k  Hew  York. 

Jeauiaarec  le  p)ne  profond  reapeot,  HonaieurleCbaigA  d'Affairea,  voljre  tria  ob^ia- 

'  JULES  LE  MORE. 

L.  DK  GKOfROT,  esq., 

Preneli  MiniiUr,   Wathiiiglon,  D.  C. : 
Marsha]  Ptaillipa  not  in  Cairo.     We  came  to  meet  him  here.     He  aaya  he  aold  hj 
order  of  ooort  in  Cairo  on  the  22d  Jnne  laat  all  cottons  aeized  by  Navj  in  Onaohita 
Eirer,  oon  Jocladed. 

LE  MORE. 

[William  M.  Springer,  attorney  and  connaelor-at'lBw,  office  over  Bunn'a  bank.] 

Sprinofirld,  III.,  iSepfnaicr  7,  1864. 
Mr.  Jules  Lb  Morb, 

Agent  of  G.  A.  Le  Mort  t  Co. : 

DbaB  Sir  :  Among  the  papera  yon  aent  na,  pertaining  to  yonr  oaae,  ve  find  a  copj 
of  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Secretarj  Seward,  <bted  "  Department  of  State,  Washing- 
ton,  19  Aagnat,  1864,"  and  addreased  to  the  French  miniator  at  Washington  in  rela- 
tion to  yonr  cotton.  Mr.  Seward'a  letter  ahowa  that  evidently  be  miaapprehends  the 
condition  of  your  case  and  of  the  cotton  aeized  by  United  Srates  naval  authorities  on 
Ouachita  River,  in  Louisiana. 

The  cotton  waa  iteized  aa  a  naval  prizp,and  waa  shipped  by  the  Navy  to  the  nearest 
port  in  a  loyal  State,  viz,  Cairo,  for  abjudication  in  the  prize  court,  upon  the  infor- 
mation of  Admiral  Porter  that  he  had  captnred  tbe  aame  on  the  Red  and  Ouachita 
Rivera  aa  property  of  rebela  and  belonging  to  the  Confederate  Government.  Tha 
cotton  was  reported  to  Judge  S.  H.  Trea^  of  the  United  Statea  district  (not  cironit) 
court  for  BontQem  Illinois,  sitting  in  admiralty,  and  holding  its  aeasions  in  Spring- 
Geld,  IIL  (not  Cairo).  An  attaatament  iaaued  out  of  court,  by  virtue  of  whioli  tha 
Uuited  Btates  marabal  aeized  and  held  the  cotton,  subject  to  the  order  of  the  admi- 
ralty court.  The  marshal  bad  no  right  whatever  to  hear  the  claim  of  any  one,  or  to 
give  up  to  any  claiuiant  a  bail  of  the  cotton.  He  ia  merely  the  officer  of  the  court, 
and  acta  under  its  directions. 

During  the  pcndencj  of  the  cases  iu  court  a  writ  of  sale  was  issued,  on  tha 
gTooDds  that  tbe  property  waa  periabable,  and  hence  the  cotton  belonging  to  yon  waa, 
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in  pnnnance  of  mcfa  wtit,  aold  by  the  maishkl — m  part  of  it  imi  the  Sth  of  Jmie  ud 
■  part  on  the  ISid  of  Jddo  lurt.  Tbo  proceeds  have  been  dcpowted  in  the»ob-lw«iny 
■t  Haiiit  LodIi,  aaUject  to  the  order  of  the  court. 

The  Mtatement  of  tecretaiy  fieward  that  the  ootton  waa  taken  to  aara  it  from  ix- 
atmction  and  for  the  benefit  of  lawful  owners,  where  there  were  mch,  ia  hudlf  in 
kaepinf;  with  the  coorae  paraaed  bj  the  Navy  in  tbe  premiaea.  No  reapeet  wh  paid 
to  tliH  tight*  and  wiehea  of  lawful  owoeiB.  Tbe  cotton  when  aeized  waa  freqaentlj, 
we  have  be«D  credibly  informed,  marked  by  United  Stalea  oaval  antboritia*  with  tbe 
letter*  "C.  S.  A,,"  so  as  to  raine  tbe  preanmprion  that  it  belonged  to  tbe  Coniedeiata 
Qevemmciit.  Tbe  Nary  in  now  lepreaented  in  tbia  oonrt  by  an  attorney,  in  addition 
to  tbe  United  States  lUstrict  attorney,  endeavoring  to  have  the  cotton  eondHonedu 
lawful  prize  of  war,  for  if  this  is  done  one-half  of  the  proceeds  goeato  the  eapton, 
and  the  other  balf  to  the  United  States.  The  Navy's  attorney  baa  stated  bis  inteo- 
tion  to  Bp])esl  tbeae  cases  to  tbe  Supreme  Conrt  in  case  they  are  decided  in  favoi  of 
olaimantn.  Hence  yon  cannot  expect  an  immediate  determination  of  the  matter.  I( 
may,  and  doubtless  will  be,  many  months  before  we  can  hope  to  have  the  cases  heaid 
Mid  disposed  of  in  the  courts.  And  what  may  increase  the  delay  to  an  nnressonable 
extent  is  the  fart  her  fact  tbnt  to  a  part  of  the  same  cotton  claimed  by  yon  other  par- 
ties are  eudeavuriog  to  set  up  a  claim  based  npon,  as  we  are  informed,  pretended 
porchuaeg  from  subordinate  agenle  of  the  Confederate  Government. 

We  nend  yon  herewith  a  list  of  cotton  cajitared  on  Ouachita  River,  and  other  paper* 
pertaining  to  your  case,  wbicb  will  more  fully  explain  the  condition  of  matters  bne. 

You  may  be  assured  that  we  will  use  our  beet  endeavors  in  our  professional  capa- 
city to  secure  yonr  rights  and  establish  your  claim  to  tbe  satisfaction  of  the  court. 
We  are,  very  rcspectfullly,  your  obedient  servants, 

WM.  M.  SPRINOEB. 
S.  T.  IXXJAN, 

Drpaktment  of  8TATK. 
WailiingtoH,  Srptembtr  IT,  1864. 
Sir  ■■  Referring  to  yoar  oommunioiitlon  of  the  13th  of  June  last,  and  to  my  replyof 
the  Uth,  in  regurd  to  tbe  cotton  claimed  by  the  Messrs.  Le  More  &  Co.,  I  have  tb« 
honor  to  luvile  your  attention  to  the  inclosed  copy  of  a  letter  of  the  30th  n1  lima  from 
tbe  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  tbe  southern  district  of  Illinois  oa  the  subject. 
Aci'oiit,  air,  a  renewed  assurance  of  my  high  consideration. 

WILUAM  H.  SEWARD. 

Ur.  L.  Ds  Qkofboy. 

[OIHdo  o(  tJDlled  States  sttomsy  for  the  southeni  dlatrict  of  DUnali.) 

Sprinofield,  Angutt  30, 1SG4. 

Hon.  WiLUAM    H.    6BWARD, 

Seorelary  of  Statt,  WatKingtoK,  D.  C,  : 
BlR  1  I  wrole  yon  on  yesterday  in  relation  to  tbe  claim  of  Mr.  Le  More  to  oerlMn 
ootlion  Hcixud  by  the  gunlionts,  tbe  proceeds  of  which  is  now  pending  for  adjudication 
in  the  diHt^il^t  court  of  this  dlstriot.  Do  tbe  oUimants  know  that  the  cotton  has  been 
aold  T  The  court  mepts  next  Monday.  I  will  try  and  continue  all  of  tbe  cases  so  that 
Mr.  Le  Horu  may  have  bis  "  day  in  court,"  or  bis  claim  ia  disposed  of  in  some  athir 
way.  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Enmes  on  yesterday  to  call  and  see  you,  he  being  my  assistaot 
in  all  tbe  cuiiHes.  In  onU'r  to  save  every  contingent  trouble  would  it  not  be  wsU  for 
Hr.  Le  More  to  have  himself  represented  in  onr  conrt  T    I  will  send  record  as  soon  at 

Very  respectfiilly, 

L.  WELDON, 
VniUd  Stale*  ^ttsnKj. 

Department  of  State, 

H'oiAjNftoK,  S^lsmbsr  89;,  1801. 
8iR:  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  for  your  iofbrmatlQU  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  the  24tli 
instant  addressed  to  this  Department  by  L.  Weldnn,  eaq..  United  States  attoraey  far 
the  Boiitheru  district  of  Illinois,  relative  to  the  claim  of  Measra.  0.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 
Accept,  si 

Ur.  L.  OE  GiOFROT,  Ac. 
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lOffloe  of  the  United  Stktei  ■ttorne;  for  the  eontheni  dlitrlot  of  IIliiioit.1 

BpRmaptKU),  S^temitr  94, 1864. 
Hon.  William  H.  Skward,  a 

Secrtlary  of  Slate,  IFaaliiifton,  D.  C: 
Sib:  Mr.  Le  Uore  hma  eDtered  appearance  in  tlie  ilistrict  coart  of  thin  district  Mid 
is  now  in  a  poaition  to  have  his  legal  rights  properly  adjadicat«d  aooordinc  to  law. 
The  oottop  which  he  olaimB  haa  been  sold  under  an  order  of  conrt,  and,  as  I  aader- 
■tand,  bronght  a  fair  price.  The  clerks  of  the  conrt  will  send  in  a  few  days  acertiffed 
copy  of  the  order  of  sale.  I  make  this  statement  that  you  may  satisfy  the  Frenoli 
antAori  tiea  that  Mr.  Ls  Hore's  rights  will  be  determined  in  a  proper  manner. 
Teiy  respectfully 

L.  WELDON, 
United  Staif  Attontag. 

DBPARTMBin'  or  Statk, 
t  WaAington,  September  39,  1864. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  oommnniaate  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  the  24th  instant  Troia 
Ouorge  P.  Bowen,  esq.,  clerk  of  the  United  Btates  coart  of  the  southern  district  nX 
Illinois,  which  is  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  sale  of  a  quantity  of  cotton  of  whlob 
Meaars.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  are  the  iotecveniug  claimania  for  part  of  said  ootton 
or  the  proceeds  iheieof. 
Acoept.  air,  a  renewed  aaanrance  of  my  high  consideration. 

WILLIAM  H.  SEWABD. 
Ur.  Ih  DE  Geopbot. 

[Offica  of  elwk,  district  ooQrt  United  SiBtes,  wmtbeni  dlitrlct  of  Ullnois.] 

Sprin'ofield,  September  04,  1864. 
Hon.  Wm.  H.  Seward, 

Seeretorf  of  Stale,  WaMU%gtni,  D.  C.  : 
Deak  Sir  :  At  the  request  of  L,  Weldon,  esq.,  district  attorney  of  the  United  States 
for  the  aonthem  district  of  llUoois,  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  to  you  the  incloaed 
certificate. 

Very  reapectfnily,  your  obedient  eervant, 

GEOEGE  P.  BOWEN,  Clert. 


proceeds  thereof. 
The  United  SXATBa  1 

69O    BALKS    OF    COTTON,    AC,  788  BALES   52   SACKS  } 

o  itton,  400  balea  139  sacks  ootton,  and  1,000  balea  | 
of  cotton.  I 

The  United  States  of  America, 

Simthen,  giitriet  of  niiiiaie,  m  : 

I,  George  P.  Bowen,  clerk  of  the  distrlot  oonrt  of  the  United  Statea  for  said  south- 
ern district  of  Illinois,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  cotton  mentioned  in  the  a  bore-en- 
titled action  has  been  sold  under  and  hy  virtue  of  writs  of  Ttaditioni  expotiai,  issned 
upon  orders  made  b;  said  conrt,  and  that  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  are  intervening  claim- 
aata  therein  for  part  of  said  cotton  or  the  proceeda  thereof,  as  now  appears  by  files 
and  records  of  said  court. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  bavo  hereunto  set  my  band  and  affixed  the  seal  of  said  conrt 
It  SpringBeld,  this  211h  day  of  September,  iu  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1864,  and  of  the 


iudependence  of  tlie  United  Stales  the  89th. 


GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerh. 
Nbw-Tork,  30  teptembrt  1S64. 


Monrienr  L.de  Qeofrot, 

Mimiilre  de  France,  tTew-  York  .- 
HokbibdrleMinibtre:  J'ail'honnenrdevonsreiDettre,inoIas,  one  note  en  angles, 
snas  forme  de  lettie  acoompagntie  d'an  docninent,  ayant  trait  ft  notie  deuiande  oo  e» 
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Nons  aeroDS  mercredi  matin  &  WaahingUin  et  aorong  I'hoDnenrde  voui  remettn  ui- 
tains  docamenta  oouc«riiant  notre  rfelanutian. 
Je  bdU  ftvec  mpecl.  Monsieur  1«  Minutre,  Totre  Irteliniitble  et  obJinaDt  BerrHcar, 
•  GDBTAVE  Lb  HOBll. 

Skv  Tosk,  StrUmbtr  30, 18BI. 

BlK:  lu  accordance  nitb  Mr.  Seward'i  AdTice  hj  hia  letter  iSth  nltimo,  addrcMtd 
to  yon,  we  went  to  Cairo  to  claim  oar  1,I&3  balea  of  cottoD. 

Cotton  beinff  Bold,  m  it  is  abown  by  the  annexed  voucher,  we  ostne  to  SpringfloM, 
IIL.  to  claim  tne  proceeds  of  tbe  same. 

The  United  States  district  oonrt  opened  on  the  Sth  and  closed  on  the  Bth  Bsptcmtwr, 
without  bi!arii]|f  sucb  esses. 

The  conrt  is  to  be  open  aguD  on  Monday  next,  and  we  shonld  feel  much  obligtd  lo 
jon  to  beg  of  Mr.  Sewsrd  to  Instract  the  distnot  attorney,  Lawrence  Weldon,  and 
Hon.  Judge  8.  H,  Treat,  to  give  a  bearing  to  tbis  affair  in  the  present  October  Mauan, 
«ad  to  render  an  early  decision.  Oorcaae  Is  divided  into  two  suits — ouelorSSSbalei 
of  cotton  and  the  other  for  830  bales,  according  to  tbe  two  plantations  oat  of  vhictt 
cottons  were  taken. 

After  what  haa  been  reported  in  Springfield,  that  moat  of  the  cotton  claims  would  be 
postponed  to  Jannary  next,  we  ask  most  earnestly  thftt  the  case  ot  383  bates  be  called 
and  decided  at  onoe. 

Begging  of  yon  to  consider  the  inaofferable  aitnatioD  these  delay*  and  traveling 
place  na  in,  we  rely  upon  your  proteotion  to  seonre  the  said  putikl  hearing  of  om 
protracted  claim.  ^^ 

We  remain,  sir,  respectfnlly,  yonr  most  obedient  aarrants,  "^  ^" 

"    '    LE  W 


O.  A.  LE  HOEE  &  CO., 

</  Havrt,  AvMt. , 


VBolA  Jnu«  8, 1664,  for  (272,437.39. 
[sold  Jane  8,  1864,  for  1176,958.36. 


Unitsd  States 


Umited  States        ) 

V.  SSold  Jane  S2,  1864,  for  $147,004.96. 

1,000  BAUtS  or  COTTOK.  ) 

Ukited  Htatbs  of  Ahkrica, 

Soatkmt  dittriot  of  IllinoU,  «« .- 

I,  David  L.  Phiilips,  United  8tBt«a  marshal  for  said  aontbem  diatriet  of  Uliaoia,  do 
hereby  certify  that  the  above  is  a  oorrect  Bbatract  of  sales  of  cotton  made  by  me  at 
C^To  at  times  therein  apecified  in  pnrHnance  of  write  of  salt  issued  ont  of  the  United 
[States]  district  conrt  for  said  southern  district  of  Iltinola  afbreaaid,  sitting  in  sdou- 
lalty,  as  they  appear  on  my  docket  in  my  oCBce  in  Springfield  in  said  district. 

Witness  my  hand  and  aeal  this  9th  day  of  September,  A.  D.  1664. 

[SSAL.]  D.  L.  PHILLI^ 


rS-cent  stamp.]    ' 


Va'ltMl  St«U$  liarAtt. 


Tub  Unitzd  Statu  of  America, 

Soutkem  dUtrict  o/ lUinoU,  i* ; 

[fi^oentatamp] 
I,  Qeorge  P.  Bowen.  clerk  of  the  district  conrt  of  the  United  State*  for  aald  soatt- 
em  diatrict  of  lUinois,  du  hereby  certify  that  David  L,  Philllpsi,  whose  aiKDatnre  ii 
anbacribed  to  the  foreKOitte  certittoate,  is  and  was  at  the  time  of  aoch  snbacriptlan 
Dnitod  States  msrHhal  for  the  southern  diatrict  of  Illinois;  that  the  cotton  referradlo 
by  said  marshal  as  sold  is  the  same  cotton  for  the  proceeds  of  part  of  aaoh  sale  0.  i. 
IJe  More  &Co.  are  iaterveningolaimantsina  cause  now  pending  luthlBOonrt,  wheitin 
tb»  United  States  are  liballauts  v,  e&O  bales  of  cotton,  Ao,,  Tttj  bales  and  68  saeki  «f 


Go 
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GottoD,  409  bales  and  139  laokaof  cotton,  aod  1,000 bal^tofootton  is defendanti,  which 
said  cotton  waa  ieport«d  by  the  Navy  aa  having  been  captured  on  the  OuAoliita 
Kivn. 

Id  teBtimony  nhereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  band  and  afflxari  the  seal  of  said  court 
at  8prinj[field  this  ninth  day  of  Heptember,  iu  the  year  of  oar  Lord  one  thonaaDd  eight 
hundred  and  aizty-funr,  andof  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  the  eighty 'ninth. 

[BKii_]  GEO.  P.  BOWEN,       ^ 

Uonsienr  L.  Da  Gkofrov, 

JdinUln  Ckargi  iT J ffain4  dt  Fmnee,  Wathinslon  : 

MONSIZCR  12  HiNlSTRK :  Biiivant  votre  reoommandation,  nons  avona  I'honnenr  d« 
roDB  informer  qne  Messrs.  &..  &  J.  LeMore  aontde  retonrde  SpringSeld  (Illinois^,  leor 
•Msond  Toyage  n'ayant  pas  en  iiIdb  de  sacc^a  que  le  premier.  WiiEM 

Partis  de  Washington  le  1^  octobre  but  la  r^oeptiou  d'line  d^pAohe  qui  nona  annon^i 
qne  I'affaira  aeraitpoaitivementappel^  le  londl  IT,  ilssont  arriv^k  Hpriugfleld  Is  15  ; 
Bocompagote  de  nos  avocats,  il»  se  auoC  pi^sentte  i  la  cour  de  district  le  lundi  matin  i 
ila  y  ont  trouT^  Monsieur  le  Juge  Treat  tnot  pr^t  fk  entendre  I'aS'aire  d^  qne  I'avooat 
de  oiatrict,  Monsieur  L.  Weldon,  aemit  present.  Ce  dernier  n'est  arriv^  qne  le  25  et  » 
refoatf  I'andition,  sous  pr£t«>:te  qu'il  avait  encore  it  produire  le  t^moignage  dn  Com- 
m*ndsDt  Porter  (qn'il  Atait  si  facile  d'obtenir  depuis  troia  moisl).  —    * 

Voici  done  un  nonvean  d4placemeni  da  mille  lieuea,  des  fatignes,  dea  risqnes,  dea 
dtipeDBcs,  dea  d^lais,  tout  cela  en  pure  perte. 

Ne  parlant  que  de«  d61sis,  ne  ■erait'U pa*  Juste,  MoDuearleMiDtstre,d'inBiaIeipani 
lea  kbrtigerT 

Nona  aommes  d'antaut  pins  ftind^  ft  nons  en  pUindTer<]°'>iii>i  <)ue  nous  avons  eu 
rhoaneor  de  voos  I'exposer,  nons  n'auTiona  jamais  du  6tre  appelte  devant  une  conr 
E6d£nle. 

Foot  6tre  rtigaliiiement  menrie,  noire  reclamation  pr^sentte  pat  vooa,  Moosieur  1» 
Ministre  de  France,  ft  M.  le  Secretaire  d'Ctat  Seward,  devait  etre  par  Ini  Tenvoyfe 
davAnt  le  Secritoiie  de  laTrdsorerie,  au^uel  I'Amiral  jporter  avait  iDStruction  de  tap- 
porter  et  de  deiiTTer  tons  lea  eotona  aaiais. 

InceManuuent  nons  snrona  I'honnenr  de  faire  mettre  sons  tos  yeax  lea  ordiea  ptib> 
U<a  pftT  le  OonveTDement  de  Washington  ft  eet  effet. 

Notre er.Ooatsve LeMore va  retourner  en  France  ftborddn  Lafayette aprteplos da 
2^  moia  de  s^ur  ici  et  aana  aucune  id^e  do  I'epoque  ft  laquetle  I'ludifference  on  la 
fsnlwsie  de  Faotoritj  fed^ralc  nona  octroyera  une  tardive  Jnat!ceettriaoonteiue,aan» 
dontM,  aveo  la  depreciation  que  pent  atteindre  le  papier  monoaie.  * 

Fleina  de  reoonnaisMUce  ponr  la  bienviellance  aveo  laquelle  Tona  avez  accueilli 
notre  sienr  Le  More  et  ses  fVItrea  et  vons  priant  de  noua  la  coutinner. 

Nona  Avons  I'bonneur  d'etre,  Monaieur  le  Ministni  Charge  d' Affaires,  vos  trta  hum- 
ble* et  obeiseants  serviteurs,  i|£ 

O.  A.  Le  more  &  CO^ 

Nbw-Tobk,  1  MocsaOre  1864. 

Hoiuienr  le  Mabquis  dk  Montbolon, 

Minittre  PUiiipolmliaire  de  France: 

MoMSlBDB  LB  Ministkk:  a  diveraea  repriaea  depnis  enviroB  18  moia,  uons  avona  en 
I'honnenr  d'entretenir  votre  predeoesseur  de  deni  reclatuations  de  coton  a'eievant 
enaemble  ft  1,153  tiallca  qui,  eu  avril  18r>4,  noua  fumnt  enlevefs  entre  tes  propres 
mains  de  nutre  agent,  daua  la  paroisse  du  Ouachita,  fitat  de  la  Louiaiane,  par  I'esca- 
drille  federale  sous  lea  ordres  de  I'AmirsI  Porter. 

lyaprfts  lea  conaeils  de  Monaieur  de  Geoffroy,  et  sous  la  pleine  reaerre  dn  futnr 
exercice  de  notre  droit  international,  nona  avona  accepte  la  juridictiun  americaine  et 
avoas  porte  nos  reclaiuattona  devauC  la  cour  de  district  d«s  State-Unia  aiexeaiit  A 
Springfield,  Illinois,  laquelle  conr,  saisie  de  ces  aSairea  par  I'Amiral  Porter,  avait 
dterei^  la  vente  de  noa  cotona  et  en  avait  toache  le  prod  nit. 

Aprba  bien  dea  depenses,  bien  dea  difiloultea  e(  desagrementa  qn'll  eat  inutile  an- 
Jonrd'hiii  de  porter  a  votre  counaissnuce,  la  cour  de  Springfiuld  nous  a  donne  gain  de 
eanae  pour  une  reclamation  de  JSS  ballea,  et  noua  a  cou£tuineH  ft  confiscation  pour 
eetle  de  SW  ballea.  Nous  avons  iuterjete  appel  de  cette  deroi^re  diScisiun  anpr^  de 
Is  Conr  Supreme  des  I^tata-Unia  ft  Washington,  et  o'eat  am  Una  de  faire  parsltre  c«tM 
affaire  ft  la  dite  cour,  asaitAt  que  possible,  c'esti-ft-dirr,  dans  la  session  extraor^ililiire 
d'avril  prochain,  si  elle  a  lieu,  comme  il  est  presumable,  que  noua  noaa  permettoi 


[reaser  cette  preaeute  lettre 
Nons  aommes  tr^  convaincua,  Uonaienr  le  Miniatre,  qne  votre  haote  inSneDce  Ri 


_  de  I'bouorable  secretaire  d  Stat,  Jointe  ft  son  eqnite  recunnoe  et  ft  la  bienveit- 
.  ice  qn'il  a  daigne  nons  manifester  a  noua-memes  precedemment,  obtleudront  saoB 
peine  de  I'avocat-general  le  prompt  appel  qne  nous  invoquons  et  auquel  si  nous  De 
faiaons  pas  errenr,  notre  qoalite  d'etrangera  nous  donne  privilege  en  cette  circon- 
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VoDB  bomant  aqjonrd'lini  Ji  cette  snppliqiie  et 'vous  priont  en  mSme  temp*  d«  rt- 
aerrei  on  bieDTsillant  acouell  an  proohaiQ  expos^  que  Doai  nona  pennettroni  de  tdh 
AdceaHer  ponrjastifier  norte  li^ji^itime  pretention  jk  obtenir  giun  de  canae  devHt  la 
Coai  Soprfime  des  BtatH-Unis, 

Nona  aemeDroDB,  Monaienme  Hiaistie,  vos  trta  reapectaenx  •erritenn. 

Poor  G.  A.  Lk  HOBE  &  CO^ 

A.  Lb  HOBE. 

Nbw-York,  fiTjaHvier  1866. 

WAeHiNOTOir,  I«  20  ■«!  laflB. 
HoNsiEDR  I.E  CharoA  d'affaires: 

J'ai  I'honnenr  de  Tona  demaoder  encon  nne  fois  ta  bienyelllMite  iDterreotion  da  li 
ItigstiOD  de  remnereur  dana  I'affaire  dea  ootoos  Le  Hor«,  aai  laqnelle,  en  ma  onaliU 
de  mandataire  de  MM.  Ia  More  A  Cie.,  j'ai  diSJft  appel^,  le  lei  le'r  mai  18H,  r*tai- 
tion  de  son  Excellence  Hona.  Berth^roy. 

A  la  date  dn  ler  Jnin  iinfTaat,  le  miniatre  de  France  me  At  I'honnenr  de  me  eom- 
mnoiqaer  la  riponse  dn  Di!parteroent  d'£tat  i  la  note  qn'il  lai  avait  adresete.  Depnii 
Ion  MH.  I<«  Mora  ee  soot  conform^  ani  avie  de  Mona.  Seward,  comme  le  piooTentla 
ptititioit  &  la  Coiir  Supreme  et  le  jngement  decetteconr,  qni  aontdrij&entrevoemuna. 
Ayaut  maiDtemiDt  ^pnimS  tuua  lea  det;r6s  de  jnrldlction  des  oonrs  amtirieainea,  il  m 
reate  plua  i  MM.  Le  More  et  Cie.  que  le  recoura  au  miniaCfere  d'etat  qne  je  viena  ao- 
liciter  de  vona  dana  cetto  importante  affaire. 

J'ni  rboDnenr  d'Stre,  ktbg  le  pins  prorond  respect,  Honsienr  le  Chai^  d'Affainiv 
Totre  trts  bumble  et  trta  ob^iuant  aerritenr, 

ALBERT  C.  JAMIK. 

Nouvsu.e-Okl£ahs,  3  novembre  IBTO. 
A  Son  Excellence  Monalear  Jclrb  Brrth^.ht, 

MinUtre  de  fVnxoe,  Waihington  : 

MONSIKI-B  LE  MiNisntE:  Je  voQH  serni  trhs  oblig^  de  Tonlolr  bien  me  donner  eom- 
mnnicntion  de  la  rSponse  qne  le  Seci^taire  d'Ctat,  M.  Fish,  a  faitean  commencenMat 
de  J tiillet  dernier  &  votre  note  defin  mai,  au  aujet  dels  reclamation  deG.  A.  Le  More  ft 
-Co.  Quoiqne  J'flie  4x6  inform^  du  aena  de  cette  r^ponee,  je  Berai  tr^  aiae,  poui  he 
beHoins  nlierieura  dp  la  canae,  qne   vona  ay iez  la  bont^  de  m'en  donner  le  texle. 

8i  ceJa  ne  toub  deplaiBBit  poB,  oseiai-je  vona  demander  de  Joindre  &  la  copie  de  U 
nSponse  de  H.   Fish,  nne  copie  de  la  note  qne  Tona  '.ai  aviez  pass6e  vera  le  35  mu 

Vous  priant,  Monaienr  le  Miniatre,  de  vonloir  bien  m'honnorer  d'nne  faTorsble  «t 
proohaine  nSponae,  je  anis,  Mouaiour  le  HiDistre,  votre  trte  &6voa6  aervitfinr, 

A.  LE  HOSE. 
Plfecea  enToySea  lo  11  dot.  -TO. 

A  Son  Excellence  Monaienr  H.  Fish, 

Saritaire  tCSlat  de*  Etat*-  Unit  H  WatMngton : 

Monsieur  lk  Secr^aire  d'Ctat  :  Me  prevalant  de  ce  qni   a'eet  pua^  entre  TOtre 

honorable  prod^ceaBeiir,  Monsieur  William  H.  Seward,  et  ma  maison  de  commerce  oa 

aes  repn^^entanta  iivec  leaqneU  il  a  bien  vonlu  correapondre  directement  en  a*  quality 

ofSclello,  jp  viena  aojourd'hni  vona  remottre  cnple  d'une  lettre  que  j'adcease  k  la  U- 

f ration  de  Fraoce  h  Waabingtnn,  ponr  proteater  aoIenneUement  centre  I'enrit  et  la 
ettre  de  la  note  que  voua  lui  avei  pasa4  le  29  jnin  dernier  en  reponae  A  u,  note  da 
Monaienr  Berth6iuy  dn  23  mai  pr^o^dent  an  anjet  de  la  reclamation  de  G.  A.  Le  Hon 
&  Co. 

Permettez-mol  d'eaperer  que  vnaa  voudrei  bien,  dana  un  esprit  d'^qnit^  veritable- 
ment  digne  de  la  gramle  nation  amdricaine,  prendre  notre  deniande  en  consideratMo, 
«t  nona  donner  votre  nrecienee  aaaistance  annria  dn  Congr^a. 

Je  vona  preaeote,  Monalear  le  Secretaire  d'£tat,  mes  aalutationa  reapectnensaa, 

O.  A.  LE  MOSE, 
>   Unique  girtmt  d*  la  maiaon  O.  A.  Lt  Man  ^  C*. 
Havre,  25  nai  ISTl. 


MOKSIBCE  LE  MiNiSTRB :  Ce  n'oat  que  lo  30  novembre  dernier  qne  ni , 

la  copie  de  la  r6]ionae  que  I'honorable  Secretaire  d'Etat,  Moneienr  HaniiltoD  FJah,  a 
Bdresae«  i-  la  Mgatiou  le  '2<J  jnin  deruier,en  r^pouae  itla  note  queSonExoellenee  Hod- 
aieur  T.  Berth<iiiij'  lui  avait  passee  le  a;i  mai  precedent,  an  ai^et  de  lat^clamatioo  ie 
ma  maison  de  coiuuierce  O.  A,  Le  More  &  Co. 

Appele  par  leti  runctiona  admin tstrattves  qne  j'exerce  dana  la  comntnne  litnitroplM 
do  Havre  i^  m'occuper  nuiqnement  de  la  defense  nationale,  J'ai  d(t,  dana  lea  erncllef 
olrconatHncea  oil  cette  copie  m'eat  parTcnue,  remettre  4  plua  tard  le  soin  de  mes  in- 
tec6tB  particnlierB. 
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Anjimnl'hal  Je  vleaa  nrotester  Boleuaetlement  centre  I'eaprit  et  la  lettre  de  la  note 
it  HoDiienr  Hsmilton  Fish  (lu  39  Jnin  dernier.  Je  regrette  TiTemeDt  que  Monsieur 
Berth^mj  D'ait  paa  mis  A  ex^catlon  I'intention  qo'il  avait  (d'aprts  ce  que  moD  reprj- 
KQUnt  m'a  ^rtt)  do  r^futet  du  suite  une  note  auisi  paradoxale.  II  n'cst  malhearen- 
MmcDt  pas  daua  les  nukECB  de  la  Ugation  de  France  ^  Washington  d'argner  aveo  le 
Djpartement  d'Ctat,  iooIb,  si  punr  le  raaintien  et  le  triomphe  d'un  droit,  c«la  derlent 
Dice«8a)re,  ponrqooi  s'eii  absteiiir  T  £□  m'exprimant  ainsi  Je  n'at  garde  de  miSoon- 
Diltre  I'sppai  hienveillantnue  la  I4eatlaD  Dousafr^quemmentdonnfi,  et  qnej'iuvoqne 
de  DDUTean  anjourd'hni,  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  en  tous  priant  de  vonloir  bien  ffflr* 
offlciellement  appel  &  Monsieur  H.  Fish  pour  reviser  sa  decision,  et  nous  r^server  en 
tons  cas  de  Ini  pr^seuter  nlt^ienreiuent  nne  n^pliqne  raisonnrie,  si  cela  noas  paralt 
D^Hsire.  J'adresse  raoi-mfime  oopie  de  la  pr^senle  k  Monsieur  H.  Fish  en  I'acoom* 
pa)p]ant  d'nne  lettre  dont  ci-joint  copte. 

^ouiquejenosoispaaavocat,  permettez-moi  defaireqnelqnesremarqnesetd'opposer 

Snelqoes  objections  anx  ritmuges  allegations  de  la  note  de  Monsieur  le  Secretaire 
'Ctat.  Je  lui  ofire  d'avance  mes  exonses,  ainai  qn'A  vons,  Mousleurle  Ministre,  stmon 
langBge  manque  de  I'urbauit^  diplomatiqne  i«qnise ;  comniB  i1  n'y  a  paa  plus  d'arro- 
gSDM  dans  mon  esprit  qne  d'am£re-penB6e  de  n^clamer  Hottement  nns  interrentioii 
effective  en  face  das  r6cents  d^sastres  de  notre  molfaearense  patrie,  j'espfere  tronver 
jtrdce  pour  ler  expressions  un  pen  vivesqnem'inspire  la  sonveraine  injustice  pratique, 
k  moD  Agard  depuis  pliisienrs  aniiiee,  et  qui,  en  atteignant  fatalemenl  mes  affaires 
eomnierciales,  a  inflig^  &  ma  famille  des  soiifTrsncee  anssi  cruelles  qu'imin6rit6ea, 

Dans  sa  note  Monsieur  Hamilton  Fish  s'occnpe  cerlalnement  b<-aucoap  trap  da  L^^on 
Qoerouie  et  pas  assez  de  G.  A.  Le  More  Jl  Co.,  dont  le  status  ni6rite  one  just«  cansi- 
dfration.  Lenr  reclamation  ne  devrait  Atre  envisages  qu'au  point  dn  vne  de  1'6qiiit4 
dans  le  rapport  international  de  la  Legation  avec  le  D^partemeut  d'Etat.  Monaiear 
Fiih.au  oontraire,  ne  sort  pas  des  arguliee  legates,  et  pouitaut  de  ce  c6t6-l&  anssi  la 
question  jnridiqne  est  d'une  simplicity  ^l^meotaire:  L^u  Qiieroaze  u'^tnnt  plus  r^l- 
dant  d'nne  section|lo; ale  dn  pays,  n'nvait'il  pas  tons  les  drolls  des non-rcsidentsT  Out, 
incontestableuieDt,  et  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  en  ont  re^n  un  titre  parfnitemeut  valide. 
Monsieur H.  Fish,  qui  fait  bon  march^  d'un  [letit  bout  (little  scrap)  d'dvidence  sup- 
priiD^,  doit  convenir  ponttant  qn'oD  oui  au  lieu  d'un  uuu  change  bien  la  face  des 
chases.  Pour  rester  un  instant  de  plos  dans  la  qnestion  I^gnle  et  Juridique,  la  pro- 
elamation  da  Fr^ident  Lincoln  dn  IS  aoQt  1861  n'avait  ^videiunient  noni  but  que  de 
prohiber  le  tra&c  de  transit  entre  les  deux  sections  da  pays  en  ^tut  de  bellig^rauce, 
St  d'jtablir  pour  ainsi  dire  un  blncus  eft'ectif  snr  sa  ligue  de  dirisiou  existant  eutre 
les  deux  parliiw  hostiles;  I'id^e  d'emp^cher  des  transactions  en  pays  rebelle  n'esiate 
■  ,  I'idfii 


I'eeprit  et  dnns  la  lettre  do  la  proclamation  que  I'idSe  d'empCcher  les 
tions  en  pa;a  lojal. 
Mais  eucore  c'est  sur  le  terrain  de  I'^qnit^  que  repose  ni 


que  la  Cont  Supn^me  des  Ctats-Unis,  par  meme  absence  de  lumi^ies,  ait  couQrmj  le 
jugement,  et  que  plus  tard  qaund  la  iumi^re  fut  faite  elle  n'sit  pas  du  rouvrir  I'affaire 
(aea  rSglements  s'y  opposant  formel lenient),  s'ensuit'i!  en  equity  qiie  le  D^partenient 
d'£tat  auquel  est  faite  la  lumii^re  qui  n'a  \m  ^ciairer  &  tenipsla  juridiction  deacours, 
ne  doive  pas,  avec  la  conscience  d'nn  devoir  tie  justice,  d'banneur  et  de  loyaut^  4  ao- 
eompttr,  ne  doive  pas  aider  de  tout  son  ponvoir  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  k  obtenir  dn 
CoD^T^  le  redreasemeut  d'un  tort  4  enx  infligd  involootairement  par  lea  cours  de 
jnsticel 

MoDsiear  H.  Fish  termine  sa  note  dn  29  jnin  par  nne  citation  du  Chancelier  Kent; 
qa'il  me  permette  de  terminer  la  raienne  par  uno  citation  de  ce  mflrue  chancelier  qne 

{■ ;  tioqve  dans  nne  exposition  de  notre  r6clamalion  r^digSe  par  le  Gal  McCierniand  dea 
tliuoin.  Voici  ce  qui  ce  lit  dans  Kent's  Com.,  vol.  I,  pages  102  et  103,  lOme  Mition. 
Je  traduls  t«xtuellement: 

"  L' usage  g£n6ral  maintenant  est  de  ne  pas  toucher  ^  la  propri^tiS  priv^e  sar  terre 
sans  compensation  anfflsanle,  sauf  en  certains  caa  speciaux  dictes  par  lea  opiSrations 
n^ceasairos  de  la  guerre,  on  lorequ'i!  y  ft  capture  dans  tos  places  priaea  d'assaat  et  qui 
ont  repouss^  tout  olTre  de  capitulation.  Si  le  conqu6rant  depusse  capricieuaement 
(wautonlT)  ces  limites  et  saislt  la  propTi^t^  privi^e  de  personnea  pacifiquea  pour  I'ap- 
p&t  du  gain,  il  viole  les  usages  modemes  de  la  guerre,  et  il  pent  ^tra  assort  de  recon- 
trer  un  juste  ressentimeDt  et  d'etre  expos^  au  m^pris  g^n^ral  et  4 1'ex^cratioD  da 
monde." 

Eat-oe  que  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  n'^taient  pas  (dripnis  qnelqne  temps  d^j4)  pacifiqnes 
l^gi  times  pdsaessenra  dn  lot  de  tCIO  bailee  deootnn,  de  m^me  que  du  lot  de  '.W  ballest 
Or,  soit  dit  en  passant,  en  Lonisiane,  comme  en  France,  la  possession  fait  titre. 

Est-ce  qne  ces  colons  n'^taient  pus  la  propri^t^  priv^e  de  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  lora- 
qn'ils  lenr  furent  violemmeut  enlevt^  sans  n^cessiif  pour  les  operations  du  la  guerre  t 

Eapjrant  que  le  Jour  est  proehe  oil  la  voix  de  la  Jnalice  et  de  I'eqnit^  redeviendra 
H.  Ex.  236 ^21 
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pr6ponddrftnt«  dana  lescooaeilsde  la  grande  nation  Hn£riwtin«,  et  que  notce  ban  droit 
y  pr^vandra  tot  on  tard. 

J«  vona  pT^sente,  Uoudenr  le  Uinistrs,  moB  salotationtt  lea  ploa  reapectneam, 

G.  A.  LE  MOKE, 
Vniqitt  gtraat  de  la  maUo*  6.  A.  L»  Man  f  Ct. 

Havre,  35  mat  ISTl. 

Havbk,  a  tUeemhrt  1871 
A  Son  Exoellence  Hoaslear  le  Uarquih  uk  Noaillks, 

Mintttre  de  FYaHM,  WtukingUHt: 

MOMsiBUR  MiNisTBB  le:  J'ai  rega  la  lettre  qne  vona  a'avee  fait  lIxMineaT  de 
m'adreuer  &  la  d^ta  da  23  ootobie  dernier,  et  Je  toub  prie  d'agrtfer,  Honaiear  le  Mia- 
litre,  I'expresaioD  de  ma  vive  gratitude  poor  la  sotlicitnde  que  voos  Toalei  bien  u- 
eorder  4  ma  r^lamation  vig-^visda  Oouvemement  des  Etals-UniB. 

Deputa  qoelqaeB  Jours  les  Joamaiix  aeaamnt,  saoB  qail ;  ait  rieo  d'offioiel,  qne  Ton> 
Ate«  appeld  &  Some  poor  y  lepr^seuter  1£  goaTememeDt  fran;a)a.  Si  cette  noavellt 
Mt^raie  it)  vaiadoDo  6tre  priv£  de  voti«  paiasaot  appai;  maia  J'avl*  eon  fiance,  Utin- 
iieurleldiniBtre,  qD'avant  votre  depart  deWashio^a  vunaaurexpn  obtenirlanomi- 
nation  delacomuiiBsioD  inteniattuDale  appelte  ^ae  prononcer  aar  lea  r6clanittiaiu 
fraosaiMB. 

Si  malheureuaemeDt  cette  oominiMiona'eatpaaDOinot^eqDand  vooa  qnittemWiah- 
logton,  permetteE-moi,  Monaieiir  le  Hiniatre,  d'avoir  reooun  i  Totra  auUicitnde  pou 
appnyer  ma  nSolamation  aaprftade  votreanoceBaenr,oarQiinooT«li4oumemait  nnil 
de  plQBen  plus  FDioeDX,  noD-eenleuent  ponriueapn>pr«aintir6ta,iiiaiaanaM  ponriMH 
lea  mtriiAte  franf  ala  laiaate  en  anapeoa  depnia  dix  annties. 

Venillez  agr^er,  Uondear  le  Mtolatre,  Paaaoranoe  d«  mon  napMt, 
GUSTAVE  LI 


Chahbrb  DE8  Dirvria, 
Pabis,  ItrMam^im. 
Hanaienr  le  MiKtSTBB  DBS  Affaikks  fiTKANO&iCBB,  Farit : 

HBMrB.G 
■entant  d'ni 

de  rappeler  _ — _.   ,. _  ^    .__ 

I'aaaembl6fl  nationals,  ponr  obtenit  la  nSparution  dee  dommaxea  considerable*  qn'ib 
ont  ipronv^  Hpeudaat  la  enerre  de  la  a^eBaion.  Cette  petition,  dont  J'ai  I'honoenr  de 
vona  remettre  copie,  St  I'objet  d'une  interpellatioa  port^  ik  la  tribune  par  U.  Raonl 
Dnval  (voir  I'Ofllciel  dn  30  Juillet  1075)  et  U.  le  due  Decades,  alura  miniatre,  r^poD- 
dait:  "voDspouvcK  3  6tre  aaanrdsdnsoinqueie  gonvomemeot  francaia  mettrs  ft  »P' 
p«ler  au  cabinet  am^rioain  les  engaKemanta  qu'il  n  prie  euvera  la  Franco." 

Cea  engagements,  M.  le  Miniatre,  aont  Joaqu'ji  ce  jour'restj5s  lettre  b — "-■  -'  '" 


B.G.  A.  LeMoreetComp.,  n£gocianteanHaTre,a«iaaant  anaolnetoofIlmerepri■ 
t  d'nn  aaaex  grand  noDibre  de  noa  nationans  ^taSlia  anx  fitata-Unia,  me  pneot 
Miler  k  TOtre  bieu  veil  Ian  te  aotlioitude  la  p£ti(iou  qn'ils  ont  adreaa«£  en  111^  i 


AKTi^ez,  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  I'asBUraiicedo  macouuid^ratiun  lapluadiiitingaie. 

peulereV, 

DipuU  dn  BatTt. 

Copie  dt  la  pitilioH  atlret«4$  It  13  mai  l(S75,  par  ur  eerlain  Hombre  dt  cifojreu  fi 

ritidant  am  £tai9-Uni»  it  dipo»4«  MT  It  bdreaa  de  I',' "'-  '■----■ *■- 

Duval,  dipuU  at  la  S^nt-I^fMttiTt,  U  mjuiUet  LS75. 


HONSIEDK  LK  PRiieiDENT,  MltS8IEURS   LBS   DEPUTES:   Lea  BOUSBlgn^  oitojeuB  frui- 

cais,  rt^Hidant  aux  Illtats-Unia  d'A.u]^riqne,  ou  ayant  dea  relationa  d'affaires  av««  r» 
pays,  d^clarent  <)u'ils  se  sont  toujours  conforni^s  aux  prescriptiona  de  la  loi  Fraavai>< 
relatlvcment  a,  Icur  nntionaliti^,  et  qu'ila  ae  sont  abBtenna  BcrupuleiiKemeiit  de  pnrndre 
nne  part  quelconque  dana  lus  queBtionB  de  politique  intdrieure  qui  so  sont  produltt* 
anx  £tata-UniH, 

Lea  aonasigu^a  Bont  tcirc6R  d'ajonter  que,nialgr^  lei irajeSbrts  pour  faira  reaper terlelir 
quality  de  neutren,  ila  ont  il4i  e^noBl^a,  Boit  par  le  I'ait  des  autorit^s  nibelles,  soil  pn 
celni  dcH  auloriti^s  fMl^rates,  4  dca  pertes  de  toiite  nature  qu'il  serait  imptuailil'' 
d'^unmdrer  ici.  "^S  T  — 

Les  B0uaBi);n^B,  chacun  en  leiir  noni  perBouucl  il  I'^poque  on  lea  dommaf^  dont  iIbm 
plaigDent  out  6x6  ^pronv&i  par  eiix,  ant  adresB^,  aoit  \  lu  legation  de  Prance  tax 
Etnts-Unie,  HOit  an  d^artement  dea  affaires  ^trangrires  il  Paris,  lespi^eaconcerDinl 
leura  r^clamttiouB.  Dans  taplupartdeacas  il  est  illacoanaiBBancedeeHoaBBign^i|°' 
des  ddniarcliee  actives  ont  616  faites  en  leur  favenrpar  ta  legation  de  France  i  Wsab- 
ington,  niaia  ils  regretteut  de  coDstater  que  cea  d^marotaea,  daua  preaque  tana  lea  cu. 
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•ODt  reaMMsaoi^ffet,  «tiiqneIqiie«r^Um«tioiiH  ont^t^r^gl^ealo  fait  k  616  dO  seale- 
Bient  k  la  coinp^lvnce  de  certains  tribnnanx  amtiiicuDB  qui  ont  pu  ae  Misit  da  I'aSaiie 
dans  dea  cas  exception  ueU. 

Lea  Bonwifpi^  prennent  la  TeapectucDBe  liberty  de  fkire  oonnaltre  ii  I'Awemblte 
Nationale  cet  ritat  de  chofiea,  et  de  la!  demander  bb  protection  HOuventlae;  dea  oonai- 
iMrations  qui  tenr  paraiHient  ddciaivea  penveiit  Ini  fitle  pr6neat6e6.  En  premier  lien, 
rAsaembl^  Natiunate  Tranfaiae  a  pris  I'initiative  par  ane  loi  de  1873  de  nire  payer  i 
lonte  personne  qui  avait  6pronv6  des  dommugee  par  suite  de  faltB  de  gnerre,  aue  in- 
demnity que  dcH  conimimiona  comp^tentea  devaient  fixer.  Cotome  cette  lol  uVtablia- 
aait  ancuno  diBtinotiou  relativem«nt  &  la  nationality  du  r^olamant,  lea  oitajrena  amjrl- 
cains  qni  avaient  riproovA  dea  dommag^es  ont  re; u  astlafactlon. 

Kn  aeoond  lieu,  la  guerre  civile  d'Ani^nqoe eat  tenuiiifedepuladlx  ana,  et  cependaot 
tea  rMamationa  fraueaiBCR  contre  lea  £tat8-Unie,  provenant  de  Taita  alil^rieura  k  1865, 
ne  peuvent  mtme  fitre  prSaent^  i  one  joridlctiou  comp^tente. 

En  vne  dea  relationa  amlcalea  exiatant  entre  lea  deux  paja,  en  vne  dea  dticlanttions 
denx  foia  i£p^t6ee  par  1e  Pt^aident  dea  Stata-Unia,  dana  hod  meaaage  anaurl  an  Con- 

Eba,  d&slarationH  pai  leaqnellea  le  pouToir  es^ntif  adoiettait  laudceaaitS  de  r4gler 
I  r^clamatioDH  pr^aent^ea  par  lea  citof  eua  ou  sDJota  de  pays  ^trongera,  les  aooa- 
■ign&i  demandeul  A  I'Aaaemljl^e  Nationale  de  prendre  dans  cette  question  les  mesares 
que,  dans  aa  haute  aagesse,  elle  jngrra  lea  plus  pmprea  &  niettre  nn  it  l'6tat  de  cboeee 
qui  dnre  depuia  plus  de  dix  ana  et  it  aaanrer  le  rfeRlement  de  cea  affaires  qui  utteig- 
nent  daua  lear  enaemble  dea  aommes  tr^  couaidlSrableB. 

Lea  aonaaiKn^  ont  I'honneur  d'etre,  Monaienr  le  Frdeident  et  Mesaienre  les  IMput^ 
i  l'AB8eaibt&  Nationale,  avec  le  plua  profond  reaped. 

Lea  ttte  bnmblea  et  obfiaaanta  aervitenra. 

(Suivent  lea  si  gusto  rea  Mgaliafeapar  le  consul  de  Krai.ce.) 


DEPOSITIONS  OF  PLACIDE   SPEAR,  JULES  LE  UORE,  AND  J.  B.  PREAU. 

J^W  Jfof  33,  IfSBl.—  W.  F.  P.  ^  L.  L.,  Acs. 

G.  A.  Le  UORS  &  Co.  ) 

t>.  }  No.  Ml. 

The  UumtD  Statks.  S 

Depositiona  of  witneeeea  taken  and  subacrilied  before  me,  JoliuL.  Laresehe,  special 
commissioner,  oti  the  ila.vs  and  dates  hereinafter  set  forlh  and  expressed,  at  my  offloe, 
No.  24  Exchnnge  Place,  corner  of  Cuatom-bouse  street,  in  the  city  o£  New  Orleans, 
State  uf  Loniaiaiia,  and  to  lie  read  us  evidence  in  the  above-entitled  and  numbered 
cause ;  said  witnesatis  known  to  me  to  be  of  lawful  age,  being  to  me,  at  the  time  and 
place  aforesaid,  produced,  and  being  duly  a  worn  according  to  law  to  testify  the  trnth, 
the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  trutli,  in  regard  t^  the  niattera  Jn  controversy 
in  the  claim  aforesaid,  did  tben  and  there,  on  their  oatb  aforesaid,  depose  and  aay  aa 
tollowe,  to  wit. 

JNO.  L.  LARE6CHE,  CuwmtniMcr. 
G.  A.  Le  Uore  &.  Co.  ) 

.   V.        .    ^  211. 

The  [Jhitkd  Statbb.   ) 

Nkw  Ohlkans,  May  20, 1881. 
Teatimony  tafaen  by  coDaent. 

Pr«seDt:  Albert  C.  Jaoeu,  eaq.,  counsel  for  claimant,  nnd  W.  O.  Denegre,  counsel 
on  bebaU  of  the  United  Statea. 

PcACiDE  J.  Speak,  witneaa  on  behalf  of  olaimaul,  being  duly  sworn  according  to 
law,  deposes  and  aaya  as  follows,  to  wit: 

I  am  47  years  of  age.  I  am  not  interested  in  this  case  and  am  not  rolati'd  t-u  claim- 
ants. I  reside  in  New  Orleans.  I  liave  resided  here  nearly  all  mv  lift.  Fruui  about 
the  'J^tti  Augobt,  1804,  up  to  end  of  October,  1865,  I  reeidtd  in  Matamoros,  Mexico. 
1  was  ac([Uainteil  at  Malamoros  vritti  Leon  Queyrouze.  I  found  him  there  when  I 
arrived  in  Augnat,  11^)4-  He  waa  a  merchant  engaged  in  hiisinesB.  Froui  October, 
1>«61,  I  waa  a  partner  with  him  and  remained  as  anch  until  he  left  there  in  iuly  or 
AiiKust,  l(<li5. 
(No  crOBS-oxamlnation.) 

P.  J.  SPEAfi. 
Jso.  Li.  LAHRiicitii:,  Comtnii»ioBer.  ,-^  . 

D,3,rz.dh;,C_iOO^Ie 
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Jules  Lb  Mork,  witneMon  b«balf  of  claimant,  being  dal;  aworuaccatding  tol««, 
deposes  and  anys  ati  followR,  t«  wit : 

1  am  55  yean  oF  age.  I  reaido  in  New  Orleans.  I  aio  inteTeat«d  in  t&is  oas«.  Hav- 
log  been  prosecuting  this  oaae  for  the  past  15  years,  1  expect  to  receive  some  Mmpeu- 
satiou  for  my  trouble  and  services.     I  am  a  brother  of  tbo  claimants. 

I  left  for  Matamoroa  ia  the  ■teamer  Helvillu  about  April,  1863,  and  arrived  tbcfc 
about  four  days  after  I  left  New  Orleaas.  I  remained  there  several  montba.  While 
there  I  kuew  M^jor  Qneyronie ;  he  waa  there  when  I  arrived.  He  was  a  commissiaa 
merchant,  dealing  in  ootton  and  other  goods.  He  returned  to  New  Orleans  after  the 
close  of  the  war. 

Question.  Do  you  know  nhether  the  dooament  printed  in  the  memorial  nnder  ths 
caption  "Opinion  of  the  United  fitatea  district  court,"  is  a  correct  copy  of  tlie  opin- 
ion rendered  by  the  United  States  district  court  for  thesouthem  district  of  IIIiDois  in 
the  case  of  O.  A.  Le  More  <&.  Co.  T 

(Objected  to,  as  there  i»  better  evidence,  this  beii|g  seooodarj.) 

Answer.  Having  compared  these  docnnionte  with  tboee  1  have  iii  hand,  I  find  it 
perfectly  correct.    Thedocutnental  haveiveregiven  tome  at  thetimeof  thedeeisioD. 

(No  crosa^samination.} 

JULES  LE  MOBK. 

Jno.  L.  Lahiuichb,  ComMiMiMer. 

J.  B.  Pkrai;,  witness  on  behalf  of  claimant,  being  duly  sworn  according  to  law, 
depoaes  and  says  aa  follows,  to  wit : 

I  am  60  yeare  old.  I  have  no  interest  in  this  claim.  I  am  not  related  to  the  cl^rD' 
ants. .  I  reside  in  New  Orleans. 

I  resided  iu  Matainoros  from  IBSJ  to  IS65.  I  kuew  when  Major  Qnevronne  arrived 
in  Matamorus ;  it  was  in  th»  spring  of  IcKhl.  I  left  there  in  I86C>.  Major  QneyTanir 
left  after  I  did.  He  went  into  business  in  Matamoroa  immediately  on  his  arrival 
(here.     He  was  a  commission  merchant  in  cotton  and  other  articlea. 

J.  B.  PHEAU. 
Jno.  L.  Larbbchb,  ComwUtUmtr. 

United  Statrs  or  Aukrica, 

Stale  of  Louinano,  Poriai  ani,  Cilf  of  Ntm  OrUana  : 
I,  John  L.  Lareache,  special  oommisBioner  in  and  for  the  parish  of  Orleaoi.do 
hereby  certify  and  make  known  that  the  foregoing  deprajtions  of  Placide  J.  Sveu, 
Jules  Le  More,  and  J.  B.  Prean  were  taken  before  me  an  this  SOtb  day  of  May,  1881, 
at  my  oQlce,  No.  '2A  Exchange  Place,  corner  of  Custom-Honse  street ;  that  the  sum- 
inations,  responses,  and  statements  of  each  of  said  deponents  were  rednced  to  wriling 
in  my  presence,  and  by  said  deponents  respectively  sworn  to  and  subscribed  in  mj 
presence,  at  the  end  of  each  and  every  page,  at  the  time  and  place  aforeaaid. 

In  testimony  whereof  I,  .lohn  L.  Laresclie,  special  commissioner,  do  hereby  aigi 
theae  preaenta  at  the  city  of  New  Crleans,  La.,  this  'iOth  day  of  May,  A.  D.  16(31. 
JNO.  L.  LARESCHE, 

Vommiuiofrr. 


DOCUMBKTABY  EVIDENCE. 

Fited  June  1,  1881,— IF.  F.  P.  4-  L.  £.,  See*. 

Lb  Morb  } 

r.  }  No.  211. 

t  Umitkd  States.  S 

Snpreme  Court  of  the  t^niteil  8tat«e,  No.  107. 


States.     Appeal  from  thi*  diittrict  ci 
of  Illinois.     Filed  June  -26,  V- 
AfflrmetlGtb  April,  ld6d. 


ippellants,  r 
«  ntr  the  son 

^d  by  Google 
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UxiTKD  States  ov  Aukrica, 

BoMiken  Dittriet  of  /f liaoit,  u  .■ 
Pleaa  in  tbe  diitrict  coart  of  the  United  States  for  the  sontbera  district  of  Illinois, 
held  ftt  the  city  of  Spriugfleld,  in  said  district,  before  the  honorable  Samnel  H.  Treat, 
Judge  of  said  conrt,  ou  Monday,  the  6th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
1865,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  the  ttOth. 

The  Uaited  States  1 

650  bale«  of  cott«n,  100  coils  of  rope,  16  bales, 

Srolls,  and  160  pieces  of  liagK'igi  S9  pieces 

of  leather ;  7Sti  bales,  5!i  sacks  of  cotton  ;  }   Id  prize. 

409  bales,  139  ssclcs  of  cotton,  and  1,000 

bales  of  cotton. 
0.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  claimants  uf  830  bales  | 

of  cotton.  J 

Be  it  remembered  that  heretofore,  to  nit,  on  the  ISth  day  of  May.  in  the  yearof  onr 
Lord  1864,  came  Lawrence  Weldon,  district  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  the  south- 
ern district  of  Illinois,  and  filed  in  the  offlce  of  the  clerk  of  the  dislrict  court  of  the 
United  States  for  said  district,  a  libel  in  behalf  of  the  United  Stales,  anil  all  othen 
coDoemed,  againat  650  bales  of  cotton,  100  coils  of  rope,  16  bales  of  bagging,  6  rolls 
bagging,  IBO  pieces  hagifiag,  and  W  pieces  uf  leather,  in  a  cause  of  prize,  which  said 
libel  is  in  the  words  and  tigures  following,  to  wit: 

Ubtl. 
District  court. — In  prize. 
UsiTRD  Statrs  of  Ahbrica, 

Soitllitm  Ditlriel  of  Ill\»o\»,  ».' 
Be  it  remembered  that  on  the  18th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1BA4,  before  the  Hon.  Sam- 
uel H.  Treat,  judge  nf  the  said  cuurt,  comes  Lnwrciice  Weldon,  diatriot  attorney  of 
the  Uuited  Stat«B  for  said  district,  in  tiie  driuo  and  behalf  of  the  United  States  and 
of  All  other  persons  concerned,  propuiinds  and  gives  the  said  judge  to  understand  and 
be  informed  that,  on  or  about  the  -iOth  day  of  .March,  A.  D.  lHJi4,  ou  waters  navigable 
to  the  eea  by  veiuels  of  ten  or  more  tons  bnnlen,  or  ou  lands  adjacent  thereto,  the 
navy  of  the  United  States  did  seize,  as  lawful  prize  of  war,  the  following,  to  wit: 
^0  balee  cotion,  100  coils  rope,  IG  batea  of  l)aggiiig,  H  rolls  bagging,  160  pieces  bagging, 
39  pieces  of  leather,  which  are  now  at  the  port  of  Cairo,  and  wilhin  t^ie  jiirisdictian 
of  thie  cuiirt.  The  said  stlorney  alleges  that  all  and  siiignlsr  the  premises  are  true 
and  within  the  priM  jurisdiction  of  this  court,  and  that  all  of  the  said  pi'operty,  eo 
captnred,  ie  lawful  priiP  of  war. 

Wherefore  the  said  attorney  prays  that  process  of  attachment  may  issue  agninst 
said  property,  and  the  niouition  of  this  hnnoraUle  conrt  in  that  hehnlf  to  lie  made, 
and  that  all  pertMinii  interested  in  said  prnnorty  may  be  cited  to  appear  and  answer 
all  and  singular  the  allegations  of  this  libft,  and  all  due  proceedings  being  had,  yonr 
honor  will  adjudge  and  decree  a  condemnation  of  Haid  pro|ierty  as  prize  of  war,  oiid 
that  the  procecdn  thereof  may  be  distributed  according  to  law. 

L.  WELDON, 
L'nifcd  SlaUi  Atiorney. 
Filed  May  18,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN, 
Cleric. 
Whereupon  a  writ  of  attachment  and  monition  was  jsnucd  against  said  property, 
directed  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  Illinois  to  execute,  and  was  after- 
w«rds,  to  wit,  on  the  litlh  day  of  May,  in  the  year  lust  aforesaid,  returned  by  said 
■narehal,  duly  executed,  which  said  writ,  together  with  the  return  of  the  marshal 
thereto,  sre  lu  the  words  and  lignres  following,  to  wit; 

Altachmeiit  and  tKonilion. 


Tbe  United  States  of  America  to  the  marshal  of  the  sonthern  district  of  Illinois, 

greeting  r 

Whereas  a  libel  lintb  been  filed  in  the  district  court  of  tbe  United  States  for  the 

Bonthera  district  of  Illinois  on  the  Idlh  day  of  May,  in  tbe  year  of  our  Lord  1804,  by 

L.  Weldon,  district  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  on  behalf  of  tbe 
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United  States,  and  of  all  otlier  persooa  conceroed,  against  U50  balM  of  c»tloB,  100 
coils  of  rope,  16  bales  of  bagging,  8  rolls  of  bofjgiDK,  160  pieces  of  bagging,  and  29 
jiioces  of  featbuT,  for  reoBous  and  causes  in  said  liiiel  mentioned,  andprajiDg  the 
usual  process  and  monition  of  said  court  iu  that  belialf  to  be  made,  and  that  alTptt- 
BOns  having  or  pretending  to  have  any  right,  title,  or  interest  tlierein  ma;  b«  cited 
to  appear  and  answer  all  and  singnlar  the  matters  in  said  libel  arlicniatelj' pio> 
pounded,  and  that  this  court  would  be  please<l  to  pronounce  For  the  condemoatlan 
thereof  as  lawful  prize  of  war :  You  sre  therefore  commanded  to  attach  the  said 
K>0  hales  of  cotton,  100  coils  of  rape,  16  bales  of  bagging,  8  rolls  of  baggtog,  160 
pieces  of  bagging,  and  39  pieces  of  leather,  and  to  detain  the  aame  in  yonr  oiulotlj 
until  the  further  order  of  this  conit  respecting  the  same,  and  to  give  dne  notice 
by  pnbliCBfion  in  the  IlliDois  State  Kegister  for  fourteen  days  prevlons  to  the  day  of 
thai,  ol  Huch  siezure  and  libol,  to  all  persons  claiming  the  said  650  balen  of  cottoD, 
100  coils  of  rope,  16  bales  of  bagging,  8  rolls  of  bagging,  160  pieces  of  bagging,  and 
29  pieces  of  leather,  or  knowing  or  having  anything  to  say  why  this  court  sEoald  not 
pronounce  against  the  same  according  to  tlie  prayer  of  said  libel,  and  that  they  be 
and  appear  before  the  said  cniirt  to  be  netd  in  and  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinoia, 
at  the  United  States  oourt^room,  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  in  said  district,  on  tbf  firat 
Monday  in  Jnne  next,  if  that  be  a  day  of  inrisdiction ;  if  not,  then  on  the  Srst  day 
of  Jurisdiction  thereafter,  at  10  o'clock  in  the  forenoon  of  that  day,  then  and  there  t« 
interpose  a  claim  for  the  same,  and  to  make  their  allegations  in  that  behalf;  and 
what  you  shall  have  done  in  the  premises  do  yon  then  and  there  make  retam,  to- 
gether with  this  writ. 

Witness  the  Hon.  Samnel  B.  Treat,  Judge  of  our  said  conrt,  this  16th  day  of  May, 
in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1864,  and  of  our  Independence  the  88th. 

[L.  S.]  QEO.  P.  ROWEN.  CUri. 

MarthaV*  return. 

By  virtue  of  this  writ  I  have  this  day  levied  on  and  attached  the  within  deacribed 
property  and  made  due  proclamation  thereof,  and  as  said  property  is  perishable  sad 
liable  to  be  destroyed,  I  respectfully  recommend  its  sale,  pending  proceedings  ag^twt 
the  same,  this  ISth  day  of  Mav,  1864. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

United  State*  MarAal. 
Filed  this  19th  day  of  May,  1934. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 
KoHae  of  libel  and  Kimre. 

Ukiteii  States  of  America, 

Southern  Dittriet of  IlHnoie,  a: 

Whereas,  on  the  IBth  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  L.  Weldon,  United  States  district  at- 
tomo^,  filed  a  libel  iu  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  sonthem  district 
of  Itlinoie,  against  650  bales  of  cotton,  180  coils  of  rope,  Vo  bales  of  bagging,  8  rolls  of 
bagging.  180  pieces  of  bagging,  and  29  pieces  of  leather,  in  a  cause  or  condemnation 
ana  forfeiture ;  and  whereas,  by  virtue  of  process  in  due  form  of  law  to  me  directe^ 
returnable  on  the  first  Monday  in  Juno  next,  I  have  seized  upon  and  taken  tbesaid 
property,  and  have  the  same  in  mv  cnstody  ;  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  district 
court  of  the  United  States  will  be  held  at  the  United  States  court-room,  in  the  city  of 
SpriogDeld,  on  the  first  Monday  in  June  next,  for  the  trial  of  the  said  premisM,  and 
the  owner  or  owners,  and  all  personswLo  have  or  claim  any  interest,  are  hereby  ciled 
to  be  and  appear  at  the  time  and  place  aforesaid,  to  show  canse,  if  any  they  have,  why 
a  final  decree  sbonid  not  pass  as  pravcd. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

Vnittd  Slatta  Xartktl 

Springfibij>,  Has  30,  1864. 

Certificate  o/ pabliealion. 

, -■  of  the  Illinois  Stat* —„ , 

Springfield,  III.,  do  hereby  certify  Ibat  the  annexed  notice  was  pnbru , ., 

for  fourteen  days  successively;  the  first  publication  thereof  having  been  madeon  tb« 
21st  daj  of  May,  A.  D,  l«fi4,  and  the  last  on  the  5th  day  of  June,  A.  1).  ISfii. 
Illinois  State  Register  Printing  Company,  publishers  Illinois  State  Register,  per— 

D.  0.  C. 
Filed  June  6, 1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  airt. 


..Google 
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Order  of  salt  pendtntt  Htr. 

The  United  States  ^ 

650  bales  of  cotton,  100  coiIb  of  rope,  16  bales,  8  roUe,  and  IWpiecesof  (^  P"^' 
bagging,  and  39  pieoM  of  leather.  J 

It  appearing  to  tiie  court,  fiom  the  return  of  the  maTstial  to  the  writ  of  inoaition 
inued  ID  Ibis  cause,  that  he  has  attached  the  said  6!iO  balesof  cotton,  100 coils  of  rope, 
16  bales,  8  rolls,  and  IHO  pieces  of  ba^giog,  and  29  piecesof  leather,  and  that  the  same 
»re  perishnbie  and  liable  to  destraction,  it  Is  thereupon  ordered  hy  the  conrt  th»t  the 
Mid  property  be  solil  bj  the  marshal  under  and  by  virtue  of  a  writ  of  venditioni  ex- 
ponas, to  be  issued  by  the  clerk  of  the  court,  in  accordance  with  the  mica  and  prac- 
tice of  the  conrt :  and  that  upon  making  aucb  sale  the  marshal  deposit  the  proceeds 
thereof  with  the  assistant  treasnTer  of  the  United  States  at  Saint  Louis,  aubject  to 
the  order  of  the  conxt.  It  is  further  ordered  that  said  writ  be  made  returnable  on  the 
second  Monday  of  June  next,  and  that  the  marshal  give  notice  of  said  sale,  by  pabli- 
cation  in  the  newspaper  designated  by  the  court,  and  also  in  oneor  more  newspapers 
pnblished  in  the  cities  of  Chicago,  Saint  Louis,  Cincinnati,  and  Cairo. 

And  thereupon  a  writ  of  venditioui  exponas  was  isBned,  directed  to  the  manhal  of 
said  district  to  execute,  and  was  afterwards,  to  wit,  on  the  21st  day  of  June,  in  the 
year  last  aforesaid,  returned  by  said  marshal  duly  executed,  which  said  writ,  together 
with  the  return  of  the  marshal  thereto  and  the  eertifioate  of  deposit  Bled  therewith, 
are  in  tbo  worde  and  figures  following,  to  wit : 

Vtnditiimi  expoiuu. 
Ukitxd  STA-nca  of  America, 

Soulhern  Diibiet  o/IlliHOit,  n:  , 

The  United  States  of  America  to  the  marshal  of  the  sontbem  district  of  Illinois, 
greeting: 

Whereas  a  libel  was  filed  in  the  district  conrt  of  the  United  States  for  the  soath< 
era  district  of  Illinois,  on  the  18tb  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  IBM,  by  Law- 
rence Weldon,  district  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  in  the  name  and 
bebslf  of  the  United  States  of  America,  and  of  all  other  persona  concerned,  against 
B60  bales  of  cotton,  100  coils  of  rope,  16  bales  of  bagging,  ti  rolls  of  bagging,  160 
pieces  of  bagging  and  39  pieces  of  leather,  praying  that  the  same  may  be  oondemned 
sud  sold  for  the  causes  in  said  libel  alleged ;  and  whereas  the  above  described  prop- 
erty has  been  attached  by  process  issued  out  of  said  district  court  in  pursuance  of 
the  said  lilml,  and  is  now  in  custody  by  virtue  thereof,  and  such  proceedings  haTB 
been  thereupon  bad,  that  by  the  decree  of  said  court  in  this  cause  mode  on  the  nine- 
teenth  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thonsand  eight  hnndred  and  sixty- 
fonr,  the  said  above-described  property  was  ordered  to  be  sold  by  yon,  the  said  mar- 
abal,  after  giving  ten  days'  notice  of  such  sale  according  to  law  :  Therefore,  yon,  the 
■aid  marshal,  are  hereby  commanded  to  cause  said  above-described  property  ta  b« 
■old  in  manner  and  form,  upon  the  notice,  and  at  the  time  and  place  reiguired  by  law, 
and  that  you  deposit  the  money  arising  from  such  sale  with  the  assistant  treasurer 
of  the  United  S^tes  at  St.  Louis ;  and  nave  yon  a  certificate  thereof,  together  with  a 
return  of  your  proceedings  hereon,  iu  said  oourt  a*  Q»*'-i"'»fl-i'i  *"  n«i/i  fiiatnnt  hn  tK- 
3d  Monday  of  June,  iu  the  year  of  our  Lord  one 
Ibnr.  and  have  you  also  then  and  there  thia  writ. 

Witness  the  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge  of  our  said  court,  this  19th  day  of  May, 
in  the  year  of  out  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-four,  and  of  our  Inde- 
pendence the  eighty-eighth. 

[L.  9.]  GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CUrk. 

'  Notiet  of  mis — UaUtd  Stattt  manhart  mlt  in  admiralty. 

B;  virtue  of  a  writ  of  sale  issued  out  of  the  United  States  district  conrt  for  the 
MnilherD  diatriet  of  Illinois  in  admiralty,  dat4>d  on  the  19th  da;  of  May,  A.  D.  1864, 
will  be  sold  at  public  auction  to  the  highest  bidder  for  cash,  at  Cairo,  in  said  district, 
on  the  6th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864,  the  following  described  property,  to  wit,  650  bales 
of  cotton,  100  coils  of  rope,  16  bales  of  bag^ng,  (<  rolls  of  bagging,  160  pieces  of  bag- 
ging and  29  pieces  of  leather,  the  same  having  been  ordered  by  the  court  to  be  sold 
u>T  the  benefit  of  those  whom  it  may  concern, 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

United  Stalei  MartJial. 

Springfield,  III.,  May  20, 1864. 
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CtrtificaU  (ff  publicatitm. 

Theaudenigned,  pablisher  of  the  niinois  State  B«giateT,  k  Qevrspftper  pablialiad  at 
Springfield,  lliiDoia,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  Annexed  DOtice  was  pnbli^bed  in  «aid 
paper  for  10  days  aacceaaively,  the  finttpnbUoatl  ''  -•  -  ■ 
:jltt  day  of  May,  A.  D.  Itj64,  and  the  last  od  the 

IIIinaiH  State  Register  Pnoling  Co.,  publisher! 

Filed  Jane  21,  1804. 

GEORGE  P.  BOWEN,  Citrk. 

MartkaVi  rttunt  la  teHditioni  txpotia*. 

Bv  virtue  of  thia  writ  1  iold,  on  the  dth  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864,  the  within-de- 
soribed  property,  for  the  snm  of  (273,437.39,  and  have  deposited  the  same  with  the 
assistant  United  States  tieosQrer  at  Bftint  Loaia,  the  certificate  of  which  deposit  I 
new  return  with  this  writ. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

Unittd  Statu  MarA^. 
Filed  Jnne  21,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 
Certificate  of  dtpoeit. 

1373,437.39.  Offick  op  Absibtant  Trxasdrbr  Unit«d  Statbs. 

Saint  LouU,  Mo.,  Jwte  IH,  1864. 
I  certify  that  D,  L.  PhillipB,  United  States  marshal  for  the  BOuthera  distnet  of 
Illinois,  has  tbia  day  depouited  to  the  credit  of  the  district  coart  of  the  United  States 
for  said  district,  in  the  case  of  The  United  States  t:  650  bales  of  cotton,  Slc,  9^437.39, 
proceeds  of  sale  in  aoid  c^ase. 

BEN.  FARRAR, 
AuUtanl  Treanuv. 
Filed  June  21,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

On  the  21at  day  of  May,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  came  again  the  said  Lawrence 
Weldon,  district  attorney  of  the  United  States  forsattt  district,  and  filed  in  the  office  of 
the  clerk  of  said  court  a  libel  in  behalf  of  Hie  United  States  and  ail  others  concerned, 
against  768  bales  auit  53  sacks  of  cotton,  in  a  cause  of  prize,  which  said  libel  ia  iuthe 
worda  and  figurea  followiug,  to-wit: 

Zibel. 

District  conrt — lu  prize. 

United  Stateh  of  Amkrica, 

Southern  Dislrlat  of  IlUnoU,  ti : 

Be  it  romembered,  tliat  nn  the  2lBt  day  nf  May,  A.  D.  1864,  before  the  Hun.  Samuel 
H.  Treat,  judga  of  the  said  court,  cornea  Lawrence  Weliion,  ilislriot  attorney  for  the 
United  Statea  for  said  district,  in  the  name  andlxihalf  of  the  UuiteilStAtea,  aDdoIslI 
other  parsons  concerned,  pruponnds  and  sivea  the  said  judge  to  understand  anil  be 
Informed  that  on  or  about  the  1st  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1664,  on  waters  navigable  to  tba 
■ea  by  vessels  of  ten  or  more  tons  burden,  or  on  lands  adjacent  thereto,  the  navy  of 
the  United  States  did  aeii»  as  lawful  pri/e  of  war  the  foilowiuB,  to-wit,  788  bales  tm<I 
62  sacks  of  cotton,  which  are  now  at  the  port  of  Cairo,  and  within  the  Jnrledictioaof 
this  court. 

The  said  attorney  alleges  that  all  tkud  singular  the  premises  are  true  and  within  the 
prize  jurisdiction  of  this  court,  and  that  all  of  the  said  property  so  captured  ia  lawful 
prite  of  war. 

Wherefore  the  said  attorney  prays  that  process  of  attachment  may  issne  against 
said  property,  and  the  monition  of  this  honorable  conrt  in  that  behalf  to  be  mBd^ 
and  that  all  persona  interested  in  said  property  may  be  cited  to  appear  and  answer  sU 
and  singnlar  the  allegations  of  this  libei ;  and,  all  due  proceedings  being  had,  yonr 
honor  will  adjudge  and  decree  a  condemnation  of  said  property  as  prize  of  war,  and 
that  the  proceeda  thereof  may  be  distributed  according  to  law. 

L.  WELDON, 
t'nUed  Stalee  AltM%ai. 

Filed  May  21.  1664. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CM. 


Goo^ili: 
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WliereDpon  the  followiag  proceadings  were  hftd  in  Mtid  eonrt  in  said  caoBe,  and  en* 
tered  of  record,  to-wit: 

'  Orirr  for  prottu. 

The  United  fitstea  > 

V.  >Io  prize. 

7B8b»leBaDd52uokaofcottOD.    ^ 

It  is  ordered  b;  the  court  thnt  a  writ  of  monitioa  iseae  iu  this  oaa|e  retarnsble  uu 
the  ascond  Moudsf  of  Jnne  next. 

AsdtheienpOD  a  writ  of  attachnicDt  and  moaitioD  wasigBuedagaiaHt  laid  property, 
diieoted  to  the  marshal  of  the  sonthem  diatrlot  of  Illicois  to  axeoate,  and  was  aft«r- 
wardi,  to-wit,  on  the  S3  day  of  May,  In  the  year  last  aforesaid,  returned  by  said  mar- 
•hai  j..i^  ..._^..(ii.i   _i.i^>.  ..1^  -,-.«  i^KAtk^f  with  the  retnm  of  the  aianhal  thereto, 

AUaehaieHt  and  monilJon. 

Umitsd  Stxtbs  op  America, 

Southern  Ditlnet  of  ItlinoU,  It : 

The  United  States  of  America  ti 

Wber«aa  a  libel  bath  been  Sled  iu  the  district  court  of  the  United  Stat«H  for  the 
■outhem  district  of  UliDios,  oDtbe  Slst  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thou- 
sand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-four,  by  L.  Weldon,  district  attorney  of  the  United 
States  for  said  district,  in  the  name  and  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  of  all  other 
peisODB  concerned,  against  T8S  bales  and  &2  sacks  of  cotton,  for  reasons  and  causes  in 
said  libel  mentioned,  aud  praying  the  usual  procens  andmooitiun  qf  the  said  conrt  in 
that  behalf  to  be  made,  and  that  all  persons  haviug  or  pretending  to  have  any  right, 
title,  ur  interest  therein  may  be  cited  to  appear  and  answer  all  and  siuKular  the 
natters  iu  said  libel  articulately  propounded,  aud  that  this  court  would  be  pleased 
to  pronounce  for  the  coiiderouation  thereof,  as  lawful  prize  of  war;  You  are  therefore 
commanded  tn  attach  the  said  7Bti  bales  ami  h'i  sacks  of  cotton,  aud  to  detain  the 
same  in  your  custody  until  the  further  order  of  thin  court  respecting  the  same,  and  to 
give  due  notice  by  publication  in  the  Illinois  State  Register  for  fourteen  days  previous 
totbedayof  trial  of  such  seizure  and  libel,  to  all  persons  claiming  the  said  T88  bales 
and  52  sacks  of  cotton,  or  knowing  or  having  anything  to  siiy  why  this  court  should 
not  pronounce  against  the  same,  according  to  the  prayer  of  said  libel,  aud  that  they 
be  and  appear  before  the  said  conrt,  to  be  held  iu  and  for  the  soiithero  district  of 
lUioois,  at  the  United  Stales  court-mom,  iu  the  city  of  i^rinjgfield,  In  said  district,  on 
the  second  Monday  in  Jnne  next,  if  that  day  be  a  day  of  jurisdiction,  if  not,  then  on 
the  Utet  da;  of  jurisdiction  thereafter,  at  XD  o'clock  in  the  forenoon  of  that  day,  then 
and  there  to  interpose  a  claim  for  the  sane,  aud  to  make  their  allogatioiia  in  that 
behalf;  aud  what  yuu  shall  have  done  iu  tba  premises,  do  you  then  aud  there  make 
retnm,  together  with  this  writ. 

Witness  tbe  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge  of  our  said  court,  this  Slst  day  of  May, 
in  tbe  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  aud  sixty-four,  aud  of  our  Inde- 
pendence the  eighty-eighth. 

[L.  a.]  GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

MaT*iaVt  retNrs. 


to  ho  deslroyed,  I  respectfully  recommend  its  sale,  pending  proceedings,  o . 
dayofUay,  1»64. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

Vnited  Utata  ifartkal. 
Filed  thU  83d  day  of  May,  A.  D.  Xm\. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CUrk. 
Notlee  of  libel  and  aeiture. 

UmrxD  Statu  oa  Ambi  wa, 

aoutkem  Ditlriet  of  IllinoU,  m.  .- 

Whereas,  on  the  2tst  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  L.  Weldon,  United  Stateg,  district 

■ttoroey,  filed  a  libel,  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  3tat«s  for  the  southern  district 

of  Illinois  against  786  bales  and  5S  sacks  of  cotton,  in  a  cause  of  condemnation  and 

forfeiture ;  and  whereas  by  virtue  of  process  in  due  form 'of  law  to  me  directed,  re- 

,     C..HH>|C 


330  FEENCH  AND   AMEBICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION. 

tiimsblo  OK  the  lecoDd  Monday  Ed  June  next,  I  havo  seized  apon  moil  tftkea  the  Mid 
property,  nnd  have  the  same  in  my  cnstod; — 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  diatrict  court  of  the  United  States  will  be  held  at  the 
United  States  court-room,  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  on  the  second  Monday  in  JoM 
next,  for  the  trial  of  the  said  premises,  and  the  owner  or  owaeta,  and  all  penona  who 
have  or  clnini  any  interest  are  hereby  cited  to  be  and  appear  at  the  time  and-plaee 
aforesaid,  to  show  oause,  if  auy  they  have,  why  »  final  decree  sbonld  not  pas*  u 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 
.  Uiiittd  Slain  MankaL 

Springfield,  31a)/  23,  ia64. 

Certifieafe  of  publieation. 

The  Dndenigned,  publishers  of  the  Illinois  State  Reaister,  a  newspaper  published 
at  Springfield,  III.,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  notice  was  published  in  said 
paper  for  fourteen  dayn  successively,  the  first  publication  thereof  having  been  mada 
on  the  24t^  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1B64,  and  the  last  on  the  Hth  day  of  June,  A.  D.  186*. 
Illinois  State  Register  Printing  Company,  publishers  Illinois  State  Register,  pet- 
Filed  June  13,  IbG4. 

D.  0.  C. 
GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clert. 


Onto-  o/tahpendettU  lite. 
The  United  States  ) 

788  bales  and  53  saolcs  of  cotton.  ^ 

It  appearing  to  the  court  from  the  retom  of  the  marshal  to  the  writ  nf  monitiiA 
issned  in  this  caaee  that  he  has  attached  the  said  788  halea  and  52  sacks  of  cotton,  and 
that  the  same  is  perishable  and  Hablu  to  deatrnction,  it  i«  thereupon  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  said  property  be  sold  by  the  marshal  under  and  by  virtue  of  a  writ  of 
venditioni  exponas,  to  be  issued  by  the  clerk  of  this  court  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  and  practice  of  the  court,  and  that  upon  maliiug  such  sale  the  marabal  deposit 
the  proceeds  thereof  with  the  assistant  treoHurer  of  the  United  States  at  Saint  Louis, 
subject  to  the  order  of  the  court.  It  isforther  ordered  that  said  writ  be  made  returnable 
on  the  second  Monday  of  Jaue  next,  and  that  the  marshal  give  tiotice  of  eiich  sale  by 
pnblicatiou  in  the  newspaper  donixnated  by  ihe  court,  and  also  in  one  or  more  news- 
papers published  in  the  citie«  of  Cnicagu,  Saint  Louie,  Cincinnati,  and  Cairo. 

And  thereupon  a  writ  of  veuditioui  exponas  was  issued,  directed  to  the  marshal  ef 
said  district  to  execute,  and  was  afterwards,  to  wit,  on  the  21st  day  of  June,  in  the 
year  last  aforesaid,  returned  by  said  marshal  duly  executed,  which  said  writ,  ti^ther 
with  the  return  of  the  marshal  thereto,  and  the  certificate  of  deposit  Aled  therewith, 
are  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to  wit : 

VendiHoni  erpona*. 

Unitbd  Statkb  ov  Aubiuca. 

Southtn  Ditlriel  of  IlliMoit,  »i  : 
TheUoiled  States  of  America  to  the  matshal  of  the  southern  district  of  Illliioii.giMt- 

Whereas  a  libel  was  filed  In  the  district  court  ol  the  United  States  for  the  sonlben 
district  of  Illinois,  on  the  21st  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1864,  by  L.  W*l- 
doD,  diet^ic^t  attorney  of  the  L'iiite<l  States  for  said  district,  in  the  name  and  behalf  of 
the  United  States,  and  of  all  other  persons  concerned,  against  788  bales  and  58  sacki 
of  cotton,  praying  that  the  same  may  be  condemned  and  sold  for  the  causes  in  said 
libel  alleged ;  and  whereas  the  snid  7B8  bales  and  52  siicks  of  cotton  has  been  attached 
by  procPKH  iSBiipd  ont  of  said  district  conrt  in  purauauce  of  the  said  libel,  and  ii  no* 
in  custody  by  virtue  thereof,  and  such  proceedings  have  been  thereupon  had  that,  by 
the  decree  of  said  court  in  this  cause  made  on  the  23d  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  ear 
Lord  18G4,  tlie  said  788  bales  and  5'2  sacks  of  cotton  was  mdered  to  be  sold  by  yoa,  the 
said  marshal,  after  giving  ten  days'  notice  of  sncb  sate  according  to  law: 

Therefore  yon,  the  said  marshal,  are  hereby  commanded  to'cause  the  said  788  halts 
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and  5S  sacks  of  cotton  to  be  sold,  in  raannet  and  form,  apon  the  notice,  and  at  the 
time  mnd  place  required  by  law,  and  that  yon  deposit  the  mniiey  ariainc  fiom  such 
sale  with  the  assistant  treasurer  of  the  United  States  at  Saint  Louis,  ana  have  you  a 
cettifioate  thereof,  together  with  a  retnm  of  your  proceedings  hereon,  in  Raid  court 
at  SpriDKHeld,  in  eaid  district,  on  the  second  Monday  in  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
KM,  and  have  you  also  then  and  there  this  writ. 

Witness  the  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge  of  our  said  court,  this  23d  day  of  May,  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  1^04,  and  of  our  In  dependence  the  H8th. 

tl-s.]  GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

2ioHet  of  »ttU.~UMted  Statu  BtarthaVt  tale  in  admiralty. 

By  rirtne  of  a  writ  of  sale  ieaued  out  of  the  United  States  district  court  for  tlie 
nnthem  diatrict  of  Illiuois,  in  adniiralty,  dateil  on  the  2.1d  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864, 
wilt  be  sold  at  public  sale,  t<i  the  hii;hc8t  and  best  bidder  for  cash,  at  Cairo,  in  said 
diitrict,  on  the  8th  doy  of  June,  A.  D,  1864,  the  following-described  property,  to  wit, 
788  bales  And  52  aackB  of  cotton,  ordered  by  the  court  to  be  sold  for  the  benefit  of 
whom  it  mar  concern. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

(Jailed  Statta  Manhal. 
Springfield,  111.,  May  73,  ltj64. 

Cerlijkatt  of  publication. 

The  nndeniiKnKd,  publisher  of  the  Illinois  State  Register,  a  newspaper  published  at 
Springfield,  DL,do  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  notice  wag  published  in  said  paper 
for  ten  days  succeseively,  the  flrat  publication  thereof  having  been  made  on  the  34th 
d«j  of  Uay,  A.  D.  1864,  and  the  ]a«t  on  the4th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864. 

Illinois  State  Heg'  ■'•■■■"  •  •■  •         '■■■      ■    '■■        -^ 

Filed  June  21,  It^ 

MarthaVt  relum. 

By  virtue  of  this  writ,  I  sold  on  the  Sth  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864,  Che  withio-de- 
Mribed  property,  for  the  snm  of  $321,824.19,  and  have  deposited  tlie  saraeVith  the  as- 
■iftant  United  States  treoaurer  ^  Snint  Lonis,  the  cortincat«  of  which  deposit  I  now 
letum  with  this  writ. 

t  D.  L.  PHILLIPS. 

UMlea  3tal«i  itfaraJal. 
Filed  June  21,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  aerk. 
Cerlifioale  of  dtpotit. 

1321,824.19.]  Opficb  OF  Assistant  Trbasuhbr  United  States, 

Saint  I^ait,  Mo.,  June  18,  1864. 
I  certify  tbat  D.  L.  Phillipa,  U.  f>.  manhhl  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  has 
this  day  deposited  to  the  credit  of  the  district  court  of  t.hs  United  States  for  said  dis- 
trict, in  the  case  of  the  United  States  vi.  788  bales  am"  52  sacks  of  cott<)n,  $321,924.19, 
proceeds  of  sale  in  aaid  cause. 

BEN  FARRAR, 

Aaiiilanl  Treamrer. 
Filed  Juno  21,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

On  the  aaid  31st  day  of  May,  in  the  year  Ifist  aforesaid,  the  said  Lawrence  Weldon, 

dtelrict  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  also  filed  in  the  office  of  the 
clerk  of  said  court  a  libel  in  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  all  others  concernod, 
against  fonr  hnndred  and  nine  bales  and  one  one  hundred  and  thirty -nine  sacks  of 
witon,  in  a  cause  of  prize,  which  said  libel  is  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to 

Liiel 
District  court — In  prize. 

IfKiTED  States  of  America, 

SoHthem  IlUtrict  of  Illinoii,  *■; 
sit  remembered  that,  on  the  21el  day  of  May,  A.D.  1864,  before  the  Hon.  Samuel 


n  then 


■ogle 
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alt  other  penooe  ooncemeil,  proponads  and  gives  the  Hud  judge  to  nudaraUad  Bnd 
be  iufonnect  tbat  on  orftboat  tbe  first  da;  of  April,  A.D.18S4,  on  waters  naviekb Id  U 
these*  by  vessels  of  ten  or  more  tons  burden,  or  on  l&nita  adjacent  thereto,  tbeK>Ty 
of  the  United  States  did  eetze  as  lawfs!  prizn  of  nsrtfae  following,  to  wit:  Foar hun- 
dred and  nine  boles  aod  osehanilreil  and  thlrty-aine  sacks  of  cotton,  which  an  now 
at  the  port  of  Cairo,  and  within  tbe  juriHdiction'of  this  uonrt. 

Tbe  said  attorney  allegos  tliat  all  and  singular  the  premises  ore  tme  and  witbiD 
the  prize  Jarisdiction  of  this  coart,  and  that  all  of  the  said  property  so  captnred  ii 
Iftwfnl  pri^e  of  war. 

Wherefore  the  said  attorney  prays  that  process  of  attachment  may  isane  agaitut 
said  property,  and  tbe  monitioo  of  ttiis  honorable  oonrt  in  that  behalf  to  be  made, 
and  that  all  persons  iuterested  in  said  property  maybe  cited  to  appear  and  anaveisU 
and  singnlat  the  allegations  of  this  libel ;  and  all  dne  proceedings  being  had,  your 
honor  will  adjudge  and  decree  a  condemnation  of  said  property  as  prize  of  war,  and 
that  the  proceeds  thereof  may  be  distributed  accordiug  to  law. 

L.  WELDOK, 
Uuitrd  Stata  Atlonuf. 

Filed  May  2L,  18M. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  arrk. 

Wherenpon  the  followiog  proceedings  were  had  in  said  court  iu  said  caase,  and  en- 
tered of  Kcord,  to  wit : 

Order  for  procna. 

Tbe  United  States  ) 

v.  >  In  prize. 

109  bales  anil  139  sacks  of  cotton.  ) 

Jt  is  ordered  by  the  court  that  a  writ  of  monition  issue  in  this  oaose,  ntaraable  on 
the  second  Monday  of  June  next. 

And  thereupon  a  writ  of  attachment  and  monition  was  issued  against  said  property 
directed  to  the  marabsl  of  the  southein  district  of  Itlmois  to  eSecute,  and  was  after- 
wards, to  wit,  on  the  23d  day  of  May,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  returned  by  sud 
marshal  daly  executed,  which  said  writ,  together  with  the  return  of  tbe  marsbsl 
thereto,  are  in  the  words  aud  Qgures  following,  to  wit : 

AtUKkmeitt  and  nionlliini.  g 

United  States  of  America. 

Smiflteni  Diglrict  of  Itlinol*,  »».■ 
The  United  States  of  America  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  lUiDois, 
greeting : 

Whereas  a  libel  hnth  been  filed  iu  the  district  conrt  of  the  Uuited  States  for  Uw 
southern  district  of  Illiuoie  on  the  Slst  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our  lL.ord  IBM,  by 
L.Weld  on,  district  attorney  of  the  Uuited  States  for  said  district,  in  the  name  and  be- 
half of  the  Uuited  States,  aud  of  all  utbur  persona  concerned,  against  409  bales  aud  139 
sacks  of  cotton,  for  reasons  aud  causes  in  said  libel  mentioned,  and  praying  the  usual 

Srocess  and  inuuilion  of  the  said  court  in  that  behalf  to  be  made,  and  rbat  all  perwoi 
aving,  or  pretending  to  have,  any  right,  title,  or  interest  therein  may  be  cited  to 
appear  and  answer  all  aud  singular  the  matters  in  said  libel  articulately  propcaDded, 
and  tbat  this  court  would  be  pleased  to  pronounce  for  the  condemnation  tbeieolit 
lawful  prize  of  war:  You  are  therefore  commaiiiled  to  attach  the  said  409  bales  and 
139  socks  of  cotton,  and  to  detain  tbe  same  tu  your  custody  until  the  further  onler  of 
this  court  respecting  the  same,  aud  to  give  due  notice,  by  publication  in  the  lUinoit 
State  Register  for  fourteen  days  previous  to  the  day  of.  trial,  of  such  seizure  aud  libel 
to  all  perilous  claiming  tbe  sjiid  40U  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton,  or  knowing  or  L»v- 
ing  anything  to  say  why  this  court  should  not  pronounce  against  tbe  aume  accordiuf; 
to  the  prayer  of  said  libel,  and  that  they  be  and  appear  before  the  said  court,  to  be 
held  in  and  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  at  tbe  United  States  conrt-rootn  in  th« 
city  of  Springfield,  iu  snid  district,  on  the  second  Monday  in  June  next,  If  tliat  Im  i 
dav  of  jurisiliction  ;  if  not,  then  on  the  first  day  of  jurisdiction  thereafter,  at  ten 
o'clock  in  the  forenoon  of  that  day,  then  and  there  to  interpose  a  claim  for  the  ssrae 
and  to  make  their  allegations  in  that  behalf.  And  what  von  shall  have  done  in  tbe 
premiaea  do  yon  then  aud  there  uiake  return,  together 
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MarikaV*  returm. 

By  TirtD«  of  this  writ  I  have  attached  and  seized  the  withiu -described  property 
and  made  due  proolamation  thereof,  and  as  said  property  is  perishable  and  liable  to 
h*  di#*tfvii7Ari   T  rAanM>tlii1tv  nvtnmmp.nH  its  saLc  p6iidiD^  pTocecdiogs,  OH  the  if^d  day 

Filed  this  23d  dsv  of  Ma;,  A.  D.  1864. 

OEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

A'oifoe  of  libel  and  wtmn. 

L'XITBU  8TATB8   OF   AmEHICA, 

Sottheni  Diitriei  of  Illlnoi*,  n : 

Wheretu,  on  the  aist  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  L,  Woldon,  Uuited  States  district  at- 
torney, filed  a  libel  lii  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district 
of  lUlDois,  a^aiDst  409  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton,  in  a  cause  of  coudemnatlon  and 
forfeiture  j  and  whereas  by  virtue  of  process  in  dne  fonn  of  law  to  me  directed,  re- 
tamable  on  the  second  Monday  in  June  next,  I  have  seized  upon  and  talten  the  said 
property,  and  have  the  same  in  my  custody — 

Notice  is  hereby  eiven  that  a  ilistrict  court  of  the  United  States  will  be  lield  at  the 
United  States  conrt-room  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  on  the  second  Monday  in  Jane 
next,  for  the  trial  of  the  said  premises,  and  the  owner  oi  owners,  and  all  persons  who 
hare  or  claim  any  interest,  are  hereby  cited  to  be  and  appear  at  the  time  and  place 
aforesaid,  to  show  cause,  if  any  they  have,  why  a  flnal  decree  ehcntd  not  pass  as 

^"'     '  D.  L,  PHILLIPS, 

UKiteA  Stattt  Mankal. 
Sphimofield,  Ili.,  Mag  S3,  1864. 

C«rlifical«  of  pubtioaiioK. 

The  undersigned,  pablishers  of  the  niinoia  State  Register,  a  newspaper  pnbliahed 
at  Springfield,  Illinois,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  notice  was  published  in 
said  psper  for  fourteen  days  successively,  the  first  publication  thereof  having  been 
made  on  the  24th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  and  the  last  on  the  8th  day  of  Jane,  A.  D. 
1S64. 
Illinois  State  Register  Printing  Co.,  pnbliehera  Illiaois  State  Register,  per — 

D.O.C. 
Filed  June  13,  A.  D.  1864. 

GO.  P.  BOWEN,  CUrl. 


Order  of  lalt  ptndeitte  life. 

The  United  Stotes  } 

V.  >  In  priee. 

408  bale«  and  139  sacks  of  cotton.  ) 

It  appearing  to  the  court,  from  the  return  of  the  marshal  to  the  writ  of  monition 
issued  in  this  cause,  that  he  has  attached  the  said  foar  hundred  and  nine  bales  and 
one  hundred  and  thirty-nine  sacits  nf  cotton,  and  that  the  same  is  perishable  and 
liable  to  t>e  destroyed,  it  is  thereupon  ordered  hy  the  court  that  the  said  property  be 
sold  by  the  marshal  uuder  and  by  virtne  of  a  writ  of  venditioni  expono*,  to  be  issued 
by  the  clerk  of  this  court  in  accordance  with  the  mlts  and  practice  of  the  court,  and 
that  upon  making  such  sale  the  moTHhal  deposit  the  proceeds  thereof  with  the  assist' 
ant  treasurer  of  the  United  States  at  St.  Louis,  sul)ject  to  the  order  of  the  court. 
It  is  further  ordered  that  said  writ  be  made  returunble  on  the  second  Monday  of  June 
next,  and  that  the  marshal  Kive  notice  of  said  sale  by  publication  in  the  newspaper 
dcMgnated  by  the  court,  and  alsa  in  one  or  more  newspapers  published  in  the  cities 
of  Chicago,  St.  Louis,  Cincinnati,  and  Cairo. 

Whereupon  a  writ  of  venditioni  exponas  was  issued,  directed  to  the  marshal  of  said 
district  to  execnte,and  was  afterwards,  to  wit,  on  the  twenty-Grst  day  of  Jane,  in 
the  year  last  aforesaid,  returned  by  said  marshal  duly  executed,  which  said  writ,  to- 
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r«iut{ifoiii  expmuu. 


Wlji«reaA  a  libel  w»a  filed  in  tlie  district  oonrt  of  the  United  States  for  the  aontbcn 
diatrictof  Dlinois,  on  tha  Slat  daj  of  May,  in  the  year  of  oui  Lord  ISM,  by  L.  WeldoD, 
district  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  in  the  name  and  behalf  of  thi 
Unitod  States,  and  of  all  other  persona  ooucerood,  against  409  bales  and  139  saek*  of 
ooItoQ,  praying  that  the  same  may  be  condemned  and  sold  for  the  causes  in  said  libel 
alleged  {  aud  whereas  the  said  409  bales  and  139  sacksof  cotton  has  been  attaobedby 
prooeaa  issued  out  of  said  district  court  in  pnrsuanoe  of  the  said  libel,  and  is  now  in 
custody  by  virtue  thereof,  and  such  proceedinfcs  have  beea  thereupon  bad  that  by  a 
decree  of  said  court,  iu  this  cause  made  on  the  23d  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  oar 
Lord  1B64,  the  said  409  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton  iras  ordered  to  be  sold  by  you, 
the  said  marshal,  after  giving  ten  days'  notice  of  such  sale  according  to  law ; 

Therefore  you,  the  said  marshal,  are  hereby  commanded  to  canae  tbe  said  409  balsi 
and  139  sacks  of  cotton  to  be  sold,  in  manner  and  form,  upon  the  notice,  and  at  tbe  time 
and  place,  required  bylaw,  and  that  you  deposit  the  money  arieins  from  such  sale  with 
the  auiitant  treasurer  of  tbe  United  States  at  Saint  Louis;  ana  have  yon  a  oertifl- 
cate  thereof,  tosether  with  a  return  of  your  prooeedings  hereon,  in  said  oonrt  at 
SprinKfleld,  in  the  said  district,  on  tbe  second  Monday  of  June,  in  tbe  year  of  oar 
Lard  1864,  and  have  yon  also  then  aud  there  this  writ. 

Witness  the  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge  of  onr  said  court,  this  83d  day  of  Hay,  ia 
tbe  year  of  onr  Lord  18&4i  and  of  oar  Independence  the  eigbty-eigbth. 

[I-S.]  GEO.  P.  BOWEH,  CUrt. 

Notice  of  mIc— (Jnltel  ataUi  manM?*  mU  i»  admirtOtjf. 

By  TirtDe  of  a  writ  of  sale  issued  out  of  the  United  Slates  district  oonrt  far  Ui« 
southern  district  of  Illinois,  in  admiralty,  dated  on  the  23d  day  of  May,  A.  D.  ISU. 
will  be  sold  at  public  sale  to  the  highest  and  beat  bidder  for  caah,  at  Cairo,  in  siid 
district,  on  theStb  day  of  Jnne,  A.D.  1064,  tbe  following  described  property,  to  wit: 
409  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton,  tbe  same  having  been  ordered  by  the  conrt  to  b« 
sold  for  the  benefit  of  whom  it  may  concern. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

t7Mif«d  atata  MarAal. 
SpRtNGPiKLD,  III.,  Mny  23,  tS64. 

CerUfioatti  of  publication. 

Tbe  onderaigned,  publisher  of  the  lUiuuis  State  Register,  a  newBpsper  publiibsd 

at  Springfield,  III.,  do  hereby  certify  that  tbe  annex eiTuutice  was  pabliebed  in  said 

paper  for  ten  days  successivelv,  tbe  first  publication  baviog  been  made  on  the  84th 

day  of  May,  A.  D.  im\,  and  the  lust  on  ihe  4tb  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864. 

Illinois  Stutu  RegJHter  Printing  Company,  pablishera  Illinois  State  Register,  per— 

D.  0.  C. 
Filed  June  ^1,  18G4. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clert. 


Br  virtue  of  this  writ  I  sold,  on  the  8th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1^64,  the  witbb-de- 

scriWi  prolwrtv  for  tbe  sum  of  8ne,9J«.3G,  ii    •'  '         " 

assistant  Uuili'd  States  treasurer  at  Saint  Loiii 

retiiru  with  this  writ. 


Filed  June2I,A.D.ieb4. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEH,  Cltrk. 
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Cartijtaale  of  depotU. 

tl76,9M.36.]  Ofhce  o 

I  certify  that  D.  L.  Phillips,  United  StatM  manhal  for  the  itouthem  distrEot  of  lUi- 
noia,  haa  this  day  depoaiUd  to  the  credit  of  Ilie  diatriot  court  of  the  United  BtalM 
for  Mid  diatriot,  In  the  case  of  the  United  Statee  t.  409  bales  and  139  aackB  of  cotton, 
•176,958.36,  proceeds  of  sale  in  aaid  caoM. 

BEN.  FARIUB, 
AuMant  TttMmvr. 
FUedJuDe91,18S4. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clwfe 

On  the  third  day  of  Jone,  in  tlie  year  last  aforeiuud,  came  af;ain  the  said  Lawrenoe 
Weldon,  district  attorney  of  the  United  Btates  lor  said  dtxtriot,  ana  filed  in  the  office 
of  the  clerk  of  said  court  a  libel  iu  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  all  others  con- 
cerned, aeainst  1,000  bales  of  cotton,  in  a  canse  of  prise,  which  said  libel  Is  In  the 
woida  and  fignree  fbllowing,  to  wit: 

LiM. 
District  cooit. — In  prize. 
Unitxd  States  op  Amkbica, 

SouAtr*  DitlritI «/  ItUnoU,  m  ; 

Be  It  remembered  that  on  the  third  day  of  Jone,  A.  D.  1664,  before  the  Hon.  Bamaet 
H.  Treat,  judge  of  the  said  court,  coinea  Lawrence  Weldon,  diatiict  attorney  of  the 
United  States  for  said  district.  In  the  name  and  Ixsbaif  of  the  United  BUtea,  and  of 
all  other  peraona  oonoerned,  propoanda  and  gives  the  said  judge  to  understand  and 
be  infanued  that,  on  or  about  the  20tfa  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  on  waters  navigable 
to  the  aea  by  veaaela  of  ten  or  more  tons  harden,  or  on  lands  adjacent  thereto,  the 
Navy  of  the  United  States  did  seize,  aa  lawful  prise  of  war,  the  foltowing,  to  wit, 
l,O0u  bales  cotton,  which  are  now  at  the  port  of  Cairo,  and  within  the  jurisdiotlon 
of  this  c«urt.  Tbe  said  attorney  aliSKCs  that  all  and  singalar  the  premises  are 
true  and  within  the  prise  jurisdiction  of  this  oonrt,  and  that  all  of  the  said  property 
M  captured  is  lawful  priae  of  war. 

Wherefore  the  said  attorney  prays  that  process  of  attachment  may  iaaue  against 
said  property,  and  the  monition  of  this  honorableconrt  in  that  behalf  to  be  made,  and 
that  all  persons  interested  iu  aaid  property  may  be  cited  to  appear  and  answer  all 
■ud  singnlar  tbe  altegatiouH  of  this  libel,  and  all  due  pioceeaiuKS  being  bad,  your 
honor  will  adjudge  aud  decree  a  condemnation  of  said  property  aa  prise  of  war,  and 
that  tbe  proceeda  thereof  may  be  diatribnted  according  to  law. 

L.  WELDOM,  U.S.  Alt' v. 

Piled  June  i,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

ring  proceedings  were  had  in  said  court  iu  said  cause,  and 

Ordtr  for  prooen. 
Tbe  United  States    1 

V.  >  In  prize. 

1,000  bales  of  cotton.  ) 

It  is  ordered  by  the  conrt  that  a  writ  of  monition  issue  in  this  cause,  returnable  ou 
the  third  Monday  of  June  instant. 

Whereupon  a  writ  of  attachment  and  monition  was  iaaucd  against  said  property, 
directed  to  the  marshal  of  the  sonthem  district  of  Illinois,  to  executo,  and  was  ut- 
tcrwarda,  to  wit,  on  tbe  4th  day  of  June  In  the  year  last  aforesaid,  returned  by  said 
■Dsrahal,  duly  executed,  which  aaid  writ,  together  with  the  return  of  the  marshal 
thereto,  are  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to  wit: 

Atlachmenl  and  nionilica. 
United  States  of  Ameiuca, 

Southern  JJlitr  id  of  UUnois,  n : 

Tbe  United  States  of  America  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  Illinois, 

greeting : 

Whereas  a  libel  hath  been  filed  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  south- 

erndistrictof  XUinois,  on  the3d  day  of  June,  intheyearof  our  lard  1864,  by  Xiawrenoe 

Weldon,  district  attorney  of  the  United  States  forsaid  district,  in  the  name  and  behalf  of 
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thA  KnilMl  ?1lal«it  and  nf  all  niben  eoPMTDad,  agatiMt  1,800  b«lea  of  eotton,  fbr  ii  iwii* 
ftod  e»niMi>  in  naiA  libel  mentioned,  and  prkjiDjji  the  maal  proceM  and  mvaituKiof  llw 
Mtd  cmrt  in  that  behalf  to  be  made,  and  that  all  penoaaharioK  <"  prntendii^  la  hart 
any  rijtht,  titl<r,  or  In  tereat  therein  may  be  cited  to  appoar,  and  anawer  all  ud  aitipilM 
"  latter*  inlaid  llbAlarticDlatel;  propounded,  and  th»t  thiacoort  woald  beplcHcd 
fynimnre  for  the  condemnation  thereof  a*  lawful  priie  of  war: 
ti  are  tberefore  commanded  to  attach  the  aaid  1,000  balea  of  cotton,  »od  to  detain 
the  Mme  in  yrmr  crintodj  nntil  the  fnrtherorder  orthiaeMRtnapeetiBf  the  ••»«,  and 
to  (tire  dnff  noticp,  by  pnblicatioo  In  the  llliDoia  State  B^patet  tor  foaiteea  da^  pi«- 
*loat  to  the  da;  oftrial,nf  anch  aeiznre  and  libel,  to  all  pewona  eUiwing  the  and  l.MM 
balee  of  cotton,  nr  knowing  or  having  anything  to  aay  *bT  thia  comt  abonld  not  pro- 
nonnce  aKo'nat  the  anme,  according  to  the  prayer  of  aaid  libel,  and  that  tbey  be  wd 
appear  b«foTe  Ihe  naid  conrt,  to  b«  held  in  and  for  the  Bonthem  district  of  DluMii. 
at  the  United  ^tatea  court-room  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  in  aaid  district,  on  the  3d 
Moiidny  In  Jniie  Instant,  if  that  be  a  day  of  jDriadiction,  if  not,  then  on  the  Brat  day 
of  jnrlndivtion  thereafter,  at  10  o'clock  in  the  forenoon  of  that  day,  then  and  then  to 
lutornose  a  claim  for  th«  same,  and  to  make  their  allegations  in  that  behalf;  and  wbtt 
ron  shnll  hare  done  In  the  premises  do  yon  then  and  there  make  return,  together 
with  this  writ. 

Wlinew  the  Hon.  Bamnnl  H.  Treat,  Jndgn  of  onr  said  conrt,  this  3d  da;  of  Jnne,  in 
the  year  of  onr  Ijonl  imn  and  of  our  independence  the  eighty-eighth. 

[L.  ».]  Olio.  P.  BOWEH,  Chrt. 

Marihal'i  relHr*. 

Br  virtue  of  this  writ  I  have,  this  4th  day  of  Jnne,  1864,  attached  the  within  de- 
sorlued  property,  and  uiaile  proclamation  thereof,  and  as  said  cotton  is  perishsbic 
and  liable  to  he  destroyed,  I  respeotfolly  recommend  its  sale  pending  proceeding! 
•Balnst  the  same. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS. 

Failed  Slate*  JfonUI. 
Pllnd  tilts  4th  day  of  Jnne,  A.  D.  1064. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CUrt. 
yotioe  af  tiiel  einA  »ehrure. 
UitiTRD  HTATies  or  Amkrica, 

'  SoHlhrm  ilMHct  of  UHnoH,  t*  : 
WliomnN  on  tlie  thlnl  dav  of  Jiinp,  A.  D.  1;^,  L.  Weldon,  United  SU(m  district 
attnniK.v.  Hied  n  llliel  In  this  distriot  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  eonthera  dls- 
trlol  iil'IlJIlinlKi  >t)tBlnst  1,000  bulesof  ctltton,  in  a  cause  of  condemnation  and  forfrit- 
iiro ;  nnil  vrl)»ri>ns  b.v  virtue  of  ptooexs,  in  due  form  of  law,  to  me  directed,  retarna- 
bio  on  Ihe  third  Monday  in  Jnne,  instant,  I  bave  neized  upon  and  taken  the  uid 
pmjwrty,  umi  have  tlin  aaiue  in  my  custody— 

Nnlion  la  hereby  given,  thnt  n  district  court  of  the  United  States  will  be  held  at  the 
I'nllPd  t^tatee  court-room,  in  the  city  of  SpringBeld,  on  the  third  Monday  in  Jddc 
InslAnti  fitr  the  trial  of  thi'  Haid  premises,  and  the  owner  or  owners,  and  all  penoDi 
who  have  or  claim  any  interest,  are  hereby  citoil  to  be  and  appear  at  the  time  and 
place  aforesaid,  to  sbow  cause,  if  any  they  hare,  why  a  final  decree  shoald  not  pssi 
*•  pray  Ml. 

SpRiKOFiKi.n,  Iu«,  4*mt  4,  lr<64. 

VerHfitMU  itfpatlintfioii. 

The  nndmigned,  publishers  of  the  Illinois  State  Register,  a  sewapaner  poblisbed 

alSpTisirfleld.  111.,  do  hereby  oerlifj' that  the  annexed  uotioewaa  pnbliabed  in  Mid 


Filed  Jnne  30,  1864.  

GEO.  P.  BOWES.  f7«rt 


The  Cnitod  Stal««     " 
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Hune  ia  perishable  and  liable  to  be  destroyed,  it  ia  thereupon  ordered  by  the  court  that 
tbe  uid  property  be  Mild  by  the  marshal,  under  and  by  virtue  of  b  writof  reiidttunii  e»- 
f**at.  to  be  Isaned  by  th«  clork  of  this  court,  ia  occurdanoe  with  the  rulei  and  prac- 
tice of  the  court,  and  that  upon  making  such  sale  the  marshal  depoeit  the  proceeds 
tbereof  with  the  assistaut  treasurer  of  the  United  fitateti  at  Saint  Louis,  subject  to 
the  order  of  the  court. 

It  ia  fori  her  ordered  that  the  said  writ  be  made  returnable  on  the  fonrth  Monday  of 
June  instant,  and  that  the  marshal  give  notice  of  said  sole  hy  publication  in  the  netro- 
paper  deaitrn'ted  by  the  court  and  nlso  in  one  or  more  oeirspaperi  published  in  the 
eilies  of  Chicago,  Saint  Louis,  Cincinnati,  and  Cairo. 

Acd  tbereu|>on  a  writ  of  TBHdiiioiii  trpoiiu  was  issaed,  directed  to  the  marshal  of 
Mid  district  to  execute,  and  was  nOerwards,  to  wit,  on  tbe  S9th  day  of  July,  in  the 
y»r  last  aforesaid,  returned  by  said  marshal,  dniy  executed,  which  said  writ,  together 
vilh  ih»relnra  of  the  niarahul  thereto,  and  the  eerti&cate  of  deposit  liled  therewith, 
are  in  the  words  and  Hgures  following,  t«  wll: 

V«n4ilUml  exponiu. 


Whireaii  a  libel  was  filed  in  the  district  conrt  of  the  United  States  for  the  soatliem 
di!>ir>i't  of  Illiiiois,  on  the  3d  duy  of  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1854,  by  Lawrence 
Wrliloii.  diMrict  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  said  distriot,  iu  tbe  name  and  be- 
half iif  the  Uiiitrd  Slates  and  of  all  others  concerned,  agninsl  1,000  liahrs  of  cotton, 
priiying  tbilt  <  be  luiiiie  may  be  condemned  and  sold  for  the  causes  in  said  libel  alleged ; 
ami  nhen-as  the  Huiil  t,VM  hales  of  cotton  has  been  attached  by  process  issued  out  of 
uiil  iliiitrict  court,  in  pursuance  of  the  said  ]il>el,  and  is  now  in  custody  by  virtue 
tlierRof,  and  such  proceailiuKs  have  been  thereupon  had  chat  by  tlie  decree  of  said 
corirE  iu  this  caiiite  mode  on  titi^4tli  day  of  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  Iti64,  the  said 
liINHI  bali-s  of  cotton  iras  orilfreil  to  l>e  sold  by  you,  the  said  marshal,  after  giving  ten 
days'  noliuu  of  HUcb  sillf,  HCvunlint;  to  law  ; 

Tiierrfitre  yon,  the  siiid  uiarshnl,  are  hereby  commanded  to  cause  said  one  thousaud 
Imlrs  of  cotton  to  be  aoiil,  iu  niauuer  and  form  upon  tlie  notice,  and  at  the  time  and 
pUce  required  tiy  law,  and  that  you  deposit  the  money  sriainK  from  such  sale  with 
th>^  a»-isl:int  trrasnrer  of  the  United  Slates  at  Saint  Louis;  and  have  you  acertiflcate 
tliiTDiif,  tagelhrr  with  a  n-turn  of  your  proceedinas  hereon,  in  said  court  at  SprinR- 
flrlil,  in  siiid  ilistrict,  on  tlie  f»iir(h  Mondav  of  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1^64,  and 
bav..  v»u  also  then  and  then-  tins  writ. 

ir  said  court,  4th  duy  of  June,  in  the 
■  ty-ei((hth. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

Sotke  of  $ale.~Unilid  Statm  nanliaVi  late  in  admirallf. 

By  virlne  nf  a  wri^'  of  sale,  issued  ont  of  the  United  States  district  court  for  the 
•niitlieni  ilixtrict  of  liUnnis,  iu  admiralty,  dated  on  the  4lh  day  nf  Jitno.  A.  D.  18lk4, 
will  Ik)  soIiI  ut  public  sule,  to  thi  biifbcHC  and  best  bidder,  for  caHh,  at  Cairo,  in  salil 
dixtrii-l,  on  tlie  •■NA  ilay  of  Ju'ie,  A.  D.  lo(>4,  the  following  described  property,  to  wit, 
one  (hiiiisand  bates  of  civllun,  the  same  having  been  ordered  by  the  court  to  be  sold 
for  the  benefit  of  whom  it  may  concern. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS. 

United  SUtlti  Ma^thal. 
SPKi.iaFiELD,  III.,  June  6,  1964. 

CerllJiMte  of  publication. 

The  nni1ersi;;ned,  pnhlisberef  the  Illinois  State  Register,  a  newspaper  pnhUshed  at 
8|irin);(l>'l'l,  IH-i  <lii  hereby  cfttify  that  the  annexed  notice  was  published  Iu  anld 
'  <r  ten  dayssnecPHsivelv.  the  first  publication  thereof  having  been  made  on  the 
-.   _      .    .,    .^^*   —-■*'-■'— ~n  the  IKth  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864. 

y,  publishers  Illinois  State  Register,  per 
D.  O.  COWLEY. 
Fded  July  :»,  A.  D.  1664. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 
H.  Ex.  236 22 


>oglo 
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ifdrthoTl  ntam. 

By  Tirtoe  of  this  writ  I  told,  on  tbe  2iA  day  of  Jane,  A.  D.  1864,  the  vithin-dMcriM 
ootton.  for  the  auni  of  (447,(104.06,  and  have  deposited  the  same  with  th«  anitlaot 
Uuitea  States  treiunrer  at  St.  Louie,  Mo.,  tbe  certificate  of  which  deposit  Is  herewith 
retomed,  Jul;  36, 1864. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

Onitai  Slalet  JfardoL 
Filed  Jul;  39,  A.  D.  1664. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cttrk. 
CertijUait  of  drpotit. 

1447,004.96.]  Ofpicb  or  Assibtant  Tbeasursr  United  Btatks, 

Saint  Louit,  Mo.,  J^aly  37,  1854. 
I  certify  thatD.  L'.  Phillips,  United  States  marahal  for  the  ioutfaem  district  of  lUi- 
Doia,  haa  this  day  deposited  tn  the  credit  of  the  district  coart  of  the  United  States 
for  said  district,  in  the  case  of  the  United  States  t».  1,000  bales  of  cotton,  |44T,004.9G, 
proceeds  of  sale  in  said  cause. 

H.  H.  WERU8E, 
AeH»3  Auitlant  TrtMrnm. 
Filed  July  29,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  dfrt. 


Jfolitm  to  contalidalt  oaiuet. 

The  United  States  D.  650  bales  of  cotton,  Ac. 
The  United  States  t>.  Tr<8  bales  and  OS  sacks  cotton,  &c. 
Tbe  United  States  f.  409  bales  and  l:<9  sacks  cotton. 
The  United  States  tr.  1,000  bales  of  cottOD. 
Now  coTue  Messrs.  EdwardH  and  Brown,  Hay  and  Cullom,  proolors  for  Coneliu 
TooThies  et  al.,  and  enter  their  motion  to  consolidated  tbe  aI>ove-entitled  eanses. 

And  afternnrds,  to  wit,  on  tbe  14t.h  day  of  June,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  theM- 
lowlng  further  proceediuKH  were  had  in  said  court  and  entered  of  record„to  wit : 

Order  o/ coviolidalien. 

Tbe  United  States  v.  650  balcH  of  cotton,  Jkc, 
The  United  States  t.  T(S8  hales  and  r>ii  soclis  of  cotton. 
The  United  States  it.  400  bales  and  1,1:19  sacks  of  cotton. 
The  United  States  «.  1.000  bales  of  cotton. 
The  court,  having  fully  considered,  and  beiof;  now  sufllciently  advised  npon  tba 
motion  heretofnre  entered  by  M^s-ira.  Edwards  &.  Brown,  Hay  A.  Cullom,  proctonfor 
Cornelius  Voorhios  and  others,  tii  conaolidatn  the  a  bo  re- en  tit  led  causes- 
It  is  ordered  and  decreed  tbat  siicb   motion  be  sustained,  and  that  said  caaaesbs 
coDSolidaleil. 

And  afterwards,  to  wit,  on  the  16th  day  of  June,  in  tbe  year  last  aforesaid,  tbeM- 
lowing  proceedings  were  had  in  said  court  and  entered  of  record,  to  wit : 

Order  for  fronf. 

It  is  ordered  by  the  court  that  either  party  to  any  prize  cose  pending  in  this  court 
have  leave  to  take  depositions  therein  upon  commission,  or  npon  giving  tbe  advsns 
party  legal  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  taking  the  same. 

And  afterwards,  to  wit,  on  tbe  7th  day  of  Sejiteuiber,  in  the  year  last  aforesud, 
came  Jnles  Lo  More,  agent  for  0.  A,  Le  More  &  Co.,  claimants  of  630  bales  of  tbe  oot- 
ton libeled  therein,  by  8.  T.  Lognn,  chi).,  and  Willisni  M.  Springer,  esq.,  his  proc- 
tors, and  filed  id  the  office  of  tlie  clerk  of  said  court  his  claim  and  answer  in  Hioea- 
titled  canse,  which  said  claim  and  answer  in  in  the  words  and  hgnres  following,  towH: 

Claim  and  antvtr  of  G.  A.  Lt  More  f  Co. 


The  answer  of  Jnles  Le  More,  agent  for  and  on  bebalf  of  the  firm  of  O.  A.  LvHeo 
&,  Co.,  a  Htm  consisting  of  Gustavo  A.  Le  More  and  Leontlne  Le  More,  trading  and 
doing  bnsineM  in  the  name  and  style  of  G.  A.  Le  Moie&  Co.,  the  owners  <rf'S)lMMk* 


FBKNCH  AND  AMERICAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION.  339 

of  cotton,  to  the  UbeU  of  L«wreaoe  Weldon  on  behalf  of  tbe  United  Statoa,  as  w«U 
u  all  otheTB  concorned,  a^ainat  650,  7b8,  409,  and  1,000  bul«t  of  ootton,  oontaiued  In 
tb«  conaolidAted  case,  the  Mid  830  bales  of  cotton  being  apart  of  said  lots  of  cotton 
in  the  said  libels  mentioned.  And  non  coidbh  Jnles  Le  More,  agent  for  and  on  behalf 
af  GoMBve  A.  L.0  Mure  and  Leoatine  Le  More,  trading  nnder  tbe  name  and  style  of 
G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  the  awuers  of  the  said  H30  bales  of  cotton  above  mentiooed, 
and  for  answer  to  the  said  libels  of  the  said  Weldon  against  said  cotton,  doth  allega 
ind  propoond  as  follows,  to  wit; 

First.  That  the  said  Guetave  A.  Le  More  and  Leontine  Le  More,  portoeTs  as  afore- 
uid,  ore  the  tme  and  bona  fide  owners  of  the  anid  r<30  bales  of  cotton,  and  that  the 
Slid  Jnlea  Le  More  ia  dulj  authorized  to  pnt  in  claim  in  their  behalf  to  the  said  eot- 
tOD  in  this  snit. 

Second.  That  it  is  trne,  as  allefced  in  said  libels,  that  said  cotton  was  seised  bj  per- 
WD  1  belonging  to  the  Navy  of  the  United  States,  bnt  this  respondent  denies  that  the 
a»icl  cotton  was  a  lawful  prize  of  war,  or  bflciOEin};  to  the  enemies  of  the  United 
Stales,  or  that  the  8aine  was  seized  in  waters  navigable  to  the  sea  by  vessels  of  tea 
or  more  tons  bnrdeu ;  bcit,  on  tlie  contrary,  this  respondent  avers  said  cotton  was 
wiied  on  land,  and  taken  from  the  Sinitnous  plantation,  twenty-one  miles  trora  the 
lona  of  Monroe,  in  tbe  State  of  Louisiana,  where  said  cotton  waa  stored  for  Bofe- 
kfepine. 

Third.  This  respondent  further  nlteges  that  the  said  Onstave  A.  Le  More  andliSOD- 
tiae  Le  More,  composing  tbe  said  lirni  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  are  citizens  of  the  Em- 
pire of  France,  residing  in  }Iavie  ;  tijat  th«y  have  ui!Ver  taken  psrt  against  the 
Uaitcd  Stati>s  in  aiding  the  present  retiellion,  but  have  strictly  obeyed  and  observed 
the  proclamation  of  tbe  Emperor  Napoleon  IIX,  erjoioing  upon  the  snbjects  of  hi* 
Umpire  neutrality. 

Foarth.  This  respondent  further  alleges  that  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  French  Empire, 
and  was  bom  in  Havre,  in  said  Empire,  and  haa  strictly  obeyed  the  proclamation  of 
nrntrality  by  the  Kuiperur  Napoleon  111. 

Tbetefore  this  respondent  prays  this  honorable  conrt  to  pronounce  against  the  de- 
maud  of  the  libellaiits  in  tbe  aloresaid  libels  mentioned  and  set  forth,  as  to  said  830 
bilea  of  cotton,  in  the  said  lota  of  6o0,  788,  409,  1.000  bales  in  the  said  consolidated 
case,  and  that  the  same  be  returned  to  him,  as  the  agent  of  the  said  firm ;  and,  in 
cue  the  same  has  been  sold  by  order  of  this  honorable  court,  then  that  the  proceeds 
of  said  S30  bales  be  paid  over  to  this  respondent,  together  with  his  costs, 

JULES  LE  MORE. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  to  before  me  thisTth  day  of  September,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Chri. 
Filed  September  7,  lt»4. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Chrk. 

And  anerwards,  t«  wit,  on  the  r>th  day  of  November,  in  the  November  special  term 
of  mid  coDft,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  It^,  the  following  proceedings  were  hod  in 
■aid  court,  in  said  entitled  cause  and  entered  of  record,  to  wit : 

la  the  diatrict  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  sonthem  dlslriot  of  lliiuois,  in 

Tbe  United  States 

6A0  bales  of  cotton,  ^c. ;   T8A  bales  and  51 

Hacks  of  cotton,  4U9  lules  and  139  saolcs  of 

cotton,  and  1,000  bales  of  cotton. 

Monday,  Kooember  6,  1863. 

Present,  the^ou,  Samuel  II.  Treat,  judge. 

This  cause  having  been  heard  upon  the  libels,  tbe  claim  and  answer  of  Q.  A.  Le 
Hon-  A.  Co.,  a  firm  consisting  of  Gustuve  A.  Le  More  aud  Leontine  LeMore,  olaimant* 
of  S30  baltM  of  said  cotton,  and  the  proofs  on  file,  and  the  court  having  considered, 
and  beiuK  now  xoHiciently  advised  iu  the  premieea,  tiuds  that  the  said  claiuanta  ars 
not  vntitled  to  the  said  830  bales  of  cotton  or  the  proceeds  thereof, 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  adjudged,  and  decreed  by  the  court  that  the  said  claim  be 
dismissed,  at  the  costs  of  tbe  claimants,  and  that  uiecutiun  isuue  therefor. 

And  now  come  tbe  said  claimants,  Gustavo  A.  Le  More  and  Leontine  Le  More,  by 
S.  )T.  Logan,  esq.,  and  McClemand,  Broadwell  and  Springer,  tlieir  proctors,  and 
pny  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  it  is  therefore  ordered 
l>r  the  court  that  an  appeal  be  allowed  said  claimauta,  upon  their  entering  into  bond 
in  the  penalty  of  C2,0CKJ,  with  sufficient  security,  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  January 
next,  conditioned  to  auswer  all  dauiaees  aud  costs  that  shall  be  adjuged  against 
Ibem,  if  they  shall  fail  to  make  good  their  plea. 
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And  BfteiwardB,  to  nil, 
aiil   clai 

:,  whiah  said  appeal  bond  ic 

Sopreme  Court  of  tbe  Uait«d  States. 

et  court  of  1 

The  United  States  > 

660  bAlet  of  eottoD,  &c.,  7S3  bales,  52  Backs  of 

B2  sacks  of  cotton,  409  bales,   139  sacks  of  } 

eottun,  and  1,000  bales  of  cotton. 
QoiitaTe.A.  Le  More  and  Leontiue  Le  More  | 
cluimants  of  630  bales  of  cotton.  J 

Know  nil  men  by  these  presents,  tfaat  we,  Gnstave  A.  Le  More  flnd  Ltootine  Le 
Hore,  HS  prioctpul,  and  John  A.  McClemand,  Nonrman  M.  Bmndnell,  and  Williim 
M.  Springer,  aseuretitfi,  are  held  anit  firmly  bound  unto  the  United  Stales  in  tb«  uim 
of  I'AUOU,  In  be  paid  to  the  United  Stnten;  lo  which  pajiiidit,  well  and  Irolj  toba 
made,  we  bind  ourselves,  and  each  of  us,  jointly  and  severally,  and  our  and  each  of 
oui  heirs,  executors,  and  ailmiuistrstora,  lirml;  by  these  prcseuta. 

Sealed  with  our  seals,  and  dated  thisSSlb  da;  of  December,  A.  D.  lUK. 

The  condition  of  this  obligation  is  such,  tbat  whereas  the  above-named  Oustave  &- 
Le  More  and  Leoutiue  Le  Mnre  have  piajrd  an  appeal  to  tbe  Snprrme  Court  i>fllM 
United  Statfs  to  reverse  a  decree  rendered  by  the  diHtricC  court  of  thu  United  Statn 
for  the  sflulhcru  district  of  IJltnois,  ou  tbe  (ith  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1&X>,  iu  ravor 
of  the  United  States  and  against  the  said  Gustave  A.  Le  More  and  Leomine  Le  Uon 
in  the  above-entitled  cause,  which  appeal  bos  been  allowed : 

Now,  therefore,  if  tba  aliove-naniMl  GiistnTe  A.  Le  Mure  and  Lenntine  Le  Mm 

■hall  pniGeeute  their  said  appeal  to  effFct,  and  answer  all  ilaniaRea  and  coelx  that  inaj 

be  ailjmlgi'd  B{!^inBt  them  if  thi'y  shall  fail  to  iiiakc  ^ood  tbeir  plen,  then  this  ol'Mgi- 

tion  bball  bo  void ;  otherwise  the  same  shall  be  and  remain  in  full  force  anil  viniw. 

G.  A.  LE  HOR£  A.  CO..  [siul.] 

BVWM.  M.  SPKINULR,  thtlr  altmnrii- 

A.  LK  MORE.  [SEAL.] 

JOHN  A.  McCLERNAND.  [bKai-I 

NOUllMAN  M.  ItHOADWELL.     (bkal.) 
WM.  M.  SPRINGER.  Ieeal.] 

Approved  December  28,  186^. 

8.  H.  TREAT, 

Ditli-ul  Juis*- 
Filed  December  2U,  1S65. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cfcrt. 

Tlie  naval  reports  relating  to  the  caplnre  of  said  cotton,  and  Iho  docnments  sttd 
papers  accompany  I  nf;  tbe  same,  transmitted  to  said  court  by  the  caplorn,  and  tiled  in 
the  ofllce  of  the  clerk  of  said  court,  are  iu  the  worda  and  figuien  folluwiug,  lo  wit: 

Aatal  reporli  and  doctiiKent$. 

Letter  of  Capt.  A.  M.  Fennook,  reporting  captnre  of  KO  bales  of  cotton,  Ae. 

(EltlSBt.] 

OFfiCK  HissiHsippi  Squadron, 
A/oKHii  c'irjr,  III.,  Mug  i:t,  WH. 
Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  Inform  yon  that  tbe  folio  wiug  cot  hm,  en  plum  I  liy  v>weli 
bel'uiKiug  to  this  squadron,  under  cnnmiaod  of  Ren&  Admiral  Poller,  is  now  ar  (■'■iro, 
III.,  Htoted  with  Mesare.  Halliday  A.  Co..  103  bales  cotton,  taken  br  the  Red  Bi'T 
ex|>oilitinii ;  <i3  bales  eolton,  taken  by  the  Rod  River  ez|>eilitiou ;  i)j4  Iwlen  coiion, 
taken  by  the  Red  River  exp«ditlon,  17  bales  of  which  are  pul  in  bags,  the  baltsbav- 
ing  broken  open. 
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lalgo  rsport  tbefoUowinK  articleeaa  prize  to  the  Bed  BiTercipeditioa,  viz:  100 
«oils  rape,  16  balui.  9  roila,  aad  160  pieoeu  bagfting,  and  S9  pieces  lesCtieT. 
Ven'  reapeaCfullf,  vonr  obMlient  av^^Dt, 

*  A.  M.  PENNOCK, 

Fleet  Captain  and  Commaitdant  Sialism. 
Hon,  S.  H.  TsSAT, 

U.  3.  JHdgtfoT  tht  MHlhem  iUtrUt  o/  nilnoU.  Spri*gfieU,  lU. 

Filed  May  18,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cler*. 


HississiPPt  Sqcadrok,  Flao-Ship  Black  Hawk, 

Mound  Ctry,  Mag  il,  1864. 
BiR:  Od  the  I3th  iustAiit  Captain  Peouock  reported  to  fou  4»4  bates  cottou  b»- 
loQsinjt  to  the  Red  River  expedition.  This  should  have  been  put  Aowa  In  the  credit 
of  the  Ouachita 'River,  and  tbB  following  vresiels  are  euritled  to  a  share;  Blank  Hawk, 
Fort  Hindman,  Cricbet,  Enstport,  Lafayette,  Neosho,  Ozark,  Osa);e,  Choctaw,  Chil- 
licothe,  Lonisville,  Carundelet,  Benton,  Pittsburg,  Hound  City,  Essex,  Lexington, 
Osachita,  Qazelle,  Kenwortli,  Juliet,  Avenger. 
Very  reapectfutly,  &o., 

DAVID  D.  PORTER, 

Star  Jdmtral. 
Hon.  S.  H.  Trkat, 

V.  S.  Diitriet  Judge,  SpHagfiOd,  III. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 


Of'ficb  or  Mississirpi  Squadrok, 

Mound  Cils,  III.,  Man  19,  1664. 
Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  yon  that  the  followiu);  cotton  is  now  stored  with 
Hrasrs.  Halliday  Bros.,  Cairo,  III.,  It  havinz  been  captured  b.v  veNseln  belonging  to 
thin  squadron,  nnder  command  of  Rear-Adniiral  D.  D.  Porter,  viz  ;  Shvud  hunilri'd  and 
«ight.y-eif;ht  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton,  cbptnred  by  the  Red  and  Onacbiia  River 
fipadition ;  1,412  bales  and  l:<9  sacks  of  cotton,  captnred  by  the  Ouachita  River  ex- 
pedition. I  herewith  inclose  a  letter,  dated  Hay  'i,  1ID64,  from  Lieut.  Commander  K. 
u.  Breeae,  commandiufc  U.  S.  S.  Black  Hawk,  in  relation  to  the  former  lot,  and  a  leltec 
from  Lieut.  Comuiander  F.  H,  Kamaay,  commanding  U.  S.  8.  Choctaw,  dated  April 
Slst,  IS&l,  in  relation  to  the  latter  lot. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  aervant, 

A.  M.  PENNOCR. 
Flret  Captain  and  Commandant  Station. 
Hon.  8,  H.  Trbat, 

United  Stalt*  Judge/or  t\»  loatkem  disfrlot  o/Illinoi;  Springfitld.  III. 

Filed  Hay  21,  1864. 

GEO,  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 


HisstesiPPi  Squadrok,  Plaq-Ship  Black  Hawk. 

Mouth  Bed  Biter,  Mag  -i.  1864. 
6ir:  I  send  up  by  the  Ike  Hammett  a  barge  loaded  with  cotlon,  beinf;  a  portion  of 
tbat  captured  on  (he  Red  and  Ouachita  Rivers.     I  do  not  know  the  number  of  balea 
contained  in  tbe  baree,  not  haviuE  the  account  in  my  possession. 
Very  reapectfmly,  your  obedient  servant, 

K.  R.  BREESE, 
Ueut.  Comin(ind«r,  CammnadiajF- 
Capt.  A.  H.  Pbnkock, 

Fleet  Captain  and  CommnHiIiint,  Naval  Station,  Cairo,  III. 

Filed  May  31,  18G4. 

'       GEO.  P.  BOWEN,.ClBr*.   , 

I      CnOOglC 
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IiBtter  of  Lleat.  Commandor  F.  M.  Ramsay,  oonoemiiiB  cotton  captured  od  Ootchiu 
River. 

U.  B.  8,  Choctaw  (off  Houtb  of  Red  Hivek), 

April  HI,  1864. 
Sir:  I  send  op  by  the  V.  F.  Wilaou  three  baizes  of  cotton,  optnred  by  the  expe- 
dition ap  tbe  Ouachita  River.  Another  barge  will  be  sent  up  the  next  tow-b«aI. 
There  ua  2,809  bales  in  all.  Lieut.  Commauder  J.  P.  Foster  hod  eommud  at  tba 
•xpeditioD,  and  would  have  written  700  to-day  in  regard  to  tlie  cotton,  bnl  be  wii 
obliged  to  leave  here  very  anddenty. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  Krvant, 

FKANK  M.  RAUSAT, 
LitHt.  Commander,  Commandiag  Third  DiiMel. 
C^t.  A.  H.  Pbnnock, 

Fleet  Caplain  a»d  CommaoiIaiK,  Cairo,  HI. 

Piled  Hay  21,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Ctort. 

Letter  of  Capt.  A.  M.  Feonock,  correcting  report  u  to  1,412  bales  of  cotton. 

OFFICB  of   MIS8I88IPPI   SOUAPROX, 

Motmd  Cily,  III.,  Man  26,  1861. 

Sir  :  On  the  16th  ioiitaut  I  reported  to  you  7B8  bales  And  52  sackH  of  cotton ;  ■!•» 

1,412  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cottou.     lustrad  of  tbel,412t]Hl('Hnnd  139  Back8,lBbo>ild 

have  reported  409  bales  and  139  sacks.     Wilt  you  please  i(*ctify  Buy  mistake  in  libd- 

iug  tbe  cotton  which  may  have  occurred  in  consequence  of  my  error  in  reporting  it. 

Very  reepectfully,  your  obedient  servaut, 

A.  M.  PENNOCK, 
Fleet  Captaiti  and  Conmandmil  SlaUta. 
Hon.  a  H,  Trkat, 

V.  S.  Judge/or  Ihe  louthem  dUlrict  0/ lUinoii,  Sprinafidd,  III 

Filed  Uay  26, 1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Letter  of  Rear-Admiial  D.  D.  Porter,  reporting  capture  of  1,000  balee  of  cotlOD. 

HisstssiPPi  Squadron,  Flao-Siiip  Bi.ace  Hawk. 

AfouNiI  CUs,  aias31, 1664. 
Sir  :  I  have  to  report  to  yon  1,000  balen  of  cotton  captured  by  Ouachita  River  ci- 

Eidition,  and  now  at  this  place.    The  following  vessels  are  entitled  to  shore ;  Block 
awk,  Fort  Hindman,  Cricket,  Eaatport,  Lufnyette,  Neosho,  Ozark,  Choctaw.  Geoge, 
Chillicolbe,  Louisville,  Carondelet,  Beotou,  Pittsburg,  Mound  City,  Essex,  Leiiog- 
ton,  Ouachita,  Gaeelle,  Kenwood,  Juliet,  Avenger. 
Very  respeotfully,  your  obedient  servant. 

DAVID  D.  PORTER, 

JCtar-Admir»l. 
Hon.  S.  H.  Treat, 

U.  S.  iXstrioe  Judt/t,  Sprinafield,  III. 

FUed  June  3,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cliri. 


Officr  of  Mississippi  Bqcadrok, 

JUouRd  Ciftf,  ni.,  May  28, 1861. 
Sir:  I  send  you  herewith  several  letters  and  docnments  relative  to  the  cotton  Mp- 
toreri  by  vesBels  engn^cd  in  the  Black  and  Ouachita  River  expedition,  underoom- 
mand  of  Rear-Admiral  D.  D.  Porter.     Enclosed  please  find  a  list  of  them. 
Very  respectfully,  yourobedientserraut, 

A.  M.  PENNOCK, 
Fleet  CapUttn  and  Commandant  0/  SUHb*. 
Hod.  8.  II.  Treat, 

U.  S.  JtidgefoT  the  tovtXtm  dislrict  of  lUinoia,  BpringfiiSi,  lit. 
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IMt «/  l«ttm  and  doeHmtnl*  retativt  to  eoUim  capt¥rei  by  lie  Btack  and  Ouaehila  Btver  «c- 
iN^oii,  tent  to  Hon.  8.  H.  TV-mi.  U.  S.  Ma'  f'r  «nt(*«ra  dftlHcl  of  IllinoU,  bg  Capt. 
A.  M.  Pnnoek.  May  24,  1861. 

LetUr  of  ActJDg  Muter  John  Swanejr,  April  12,  18r>4. 
Scport  of  ActioK  Hastpr  Joliu  Swaiit^y,  April  U,  IHM. 
Report  of  AotiuK  Voluateer  Lient.  CtiM.  A.  Wright,  April  14,  1864. 
Receip'  of  Jos.  Mnnard,  dated  Murcli24,  1H64. 
Report  of  AotiDg  Volunteer  Lieiil.  Cbai.  A,  Wtiglit,  April  1,1   1664. 
Report  of  Aciing  Lieut.  Coinuiamier  FrftDlc  M.  Rumgay,  April  15,  1864. 
Report  of  Acting  Liotit,  Commainier  Jaa-  P.  Foet«r,  April  in,  1H64. 
Affidavit  of  Lieut.  Commauder  Byron  Wilson  and  others,  April  U,  1864, 
Report  of  Acting  Volonteat  Lieut,  Chas.  E.  Wright,  April  10,  1864. 
Report  of  Acting  Master  T.  McEIro?,  April  3,  1864. 
Affl.tavit  of  B.  Ballard,  April  16,  1864. 

Report  of  Lieut.  Conimandor  Jae.  B.  Foster,  of  April  11,  1864, 
Report  of  Acttug  Hautat  J.  8.  Watson,  April  11,  1864. 
Report  of  Acting  Master  Jnci.  Swauey,  April  12,  1864. 
Report  of  Actiug  Volunteer  Lieut.  Ohaa,  A.  Wriffht,  April  13,  1864. 
Report  of  Lieut,  Coiuruander  Bvron  Wilson,  April  15,  1864. 
Affidavit*  of  R.  Dortch,  John  Ilay,  and  others,  April  II,  1864. 
Report  of  Avtliig  Master  J.  8.  Watson,  April  15,  1864. 
Report  of  Lieut,  Couiniauder  Jas.  P.  Foster,  April  20,  1864. 
Report  of  J.  W,  Moore,  coinmander  steamer  Ruby,  April  21,  1864. 
Report  of  Lient.  Comiuauder  Byron  Wilson,  Apnl  1,^,  1864. 
Affidavit  of  H.  C.  Hardy,  sheriff  of  Ouucliita,  April  18.  Icl64. 

Letter  of  Jas.  P.  Foster  to  Admiral  Porter,  couceruiag  M.  C.  Hardy,  sheriff  of  Ona- 
ahiU  Pariah  21,  1864. 

Report  of  Actiug  Ensign  J.  W.  Chambers,  commanding  U.  8.  8.  Prairie  Bird,  Apri 
23,1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 
FUcdJooel,  1884. 


-  U.  8.  S.  Lapatbttr,  Aprtl  20, 1864. 

Sir:  Inclosed  you  iriH  please  find  detailed  reports  of  tbediflereiitofficers  under  my 
eotnmand  in  tbe  Blnck  River  and  Onacliita  expedition,  of  cotton  captured,  and  ne- 
groes, refugees,  and  prisoners  taken  on  board ;  likewise  the  affidavits  of  three  differ- 
ent persons,  teBtifyiiig  to  the  character  of  the  cotton  nhich  ive  captured,  Yod  will 
also  Snd  a  letti-r  from  M.  Sudelins,  who  claims  forty-three  bales,  with  affidavits  tes- 
tifying to  his  loyalty.  As  to  his  liiyalty,  1  know  nothing,  oral'  the  part  be  has  taken ; 
bat  kDOw  that  tlie  cotton  which  he  claims  was  formerly  owoed  by  the  Confederate 
Government,  which  he  says  he  bongbt  in  good  faith  of  Mr.  Waddell,  nbo  received  it 
from  the  Confederate  Governmeut  iu  August,  1863.  The  cottou  taken  oo  Mr.  Ray'a 
plac^  I  gave  a  receipt  of  tbe  number  for,  at  his  request.  Mr.  Ray  I  believe  to  be  » 
secessionist  at  heart,  if  not  avowedly,  and  1  think  it  has  been  through  bis  inSueuee 
that  much  of  the  cotton  captured  hiut  been  spared,  in  hopes  of  gettiueout  bis  own. 
His  family  are  nearly  all,  if  not  nil,  secessionists,  and  some  of  them  hold  office  under 
the  Confederate  GoveTDiuent.  He,  from  what  I  can  learn,  lias  notlield  any  office  un- 
der the  rebel  GovernniKnt.  In  talking  to  him  iu  relation  to  this  cotton,  I  asked  him 
if  he  WHS  a  Union  man,  and  if  he  was  willing  to  take  tbo  oath  of  allegiance.     He  re- 

6 lied  that  it  was  imiHuwible ;  that  he  could  not  do  so  ;  that  it  would  jeopardize  his 
fe.  I  then  told  him  that  I  would  seize  his  cotton,  and  that  be  must  look  to  higher 
•Dthority  for  ailjnstnifnt.  My  impressions  are  that  he  is  a  Hecessionist  of  the  first 
order,  and  would  not  scruple  to  injure  us  in  any  nianner  whatever,  if  it  was  not  for 
tbe  hope  of  realizing  tbe  cotton  that  tliis  expedition  has  taken  from  him.  There  aM 
mmong  thepapern  sent,  two  by  a  Confeilerate  officer,  exempting  Menard's  cotton  from 
bonunj;,  as  it  had  been  purchased  from  the  Confederate  Govenimeut. 
lam,  very  respectfully,  your  ob't  sorv't, 

JAS.  P.  FOSTER, 
Lint.  Com'O'r  U.S.  N.,  Com'd's  Smmd  Diitrict,  Min.  Biva: 
Rear-Admiral  David  D.  Poiiti!ii, 

Commanding  MiMi*yipi4  Squadron. 
Filed  June  1,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cltrk. 
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Report  of  cotton  captured  bfU.  8.  S.  Juliet  on  Block  ftod  Onaehit*  River  expcditiM. 


But:  In  obedience  \rith  your  ioatraetlons,  I  hare  to  report  to  you  tbe  followiOjC 
unotiDts  of  cotton  captured  by  my  veaael  on  the  Black  aad  Oaacltit*  River  expedi- 
tion Dnder  yonr  conmnud : 

April  8,  lb  bales,  no  mark,  of  steamer  Bayou. 

AprU  8,  5tj  balee,  marks  C.  8.  A.,  Sinimone,  in  tbe  voods  beloir  Simmons'*  pUnto- 

April  B,  594  bales,  marks  C.  S.  A.,  Simoioiis,  ftom  Siramone'B  plantation. 

April  9,  lit;  bales,  marked  C.  S.  A.,  Simmons,  fmni  Ballard's  plantation. 

April  10,  132  bales,  marked  C.  S.  A.,  F.  P.,  from  Barletl's  plautatiou. 

Total,  915  bales. 

The  594  bales  ^ere  taken  on  tbe  barge  Fawcett,  i 
we  having  cBecked  then  In  the  barge.  The  tnra 
board  the  vessel. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 


Filed  Jnne  1,  1^64. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cbrk. 

Report  of  cotton  captured  by  U.  S.  S.  Ouachita,  nn  Ouachita- River. 

U.  B.  8.  OnAciiiTA,  Mouth  Black  Ritsb, 
ApHl  16,  1864. 
Sir  :  Tbe  following  is  a  list  of  cotton  taken  on  board'this  vessel  up  Ouachita  Biva: 
April  R,  17  bales,  covered  with  slaves,  irun  bound,  no  owner,  or  abandoned. 
April  9,  125  bales,  marked  C.  S.  A.,  and  afterwards  Simmons. 
April  10,  309  bales,  marki-d  L.  U. 
April  13,  42  bales,  C.  S.  A.,  cotton  found  abandoned. 
April  15,  h  bales,  no  mark,  from  Scott's  pluntaliou. 
Total,  4U8. 

Very  respectfully. 


Filed  Jane  1,  1664. 


GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerli. 


Report  of  cotton  captured  by  U.  8. 8.  Kenwood,  from  Harris's  and  Simnions's  plau  tstion. 

U.  8.  8.  Ks>wooD,  Washita  Eivkb, 

Jaril  Vi,  1864. 
Sir:  I  have  taken  on  board  to-day  130  bales  of  otton  from  E.  W.  Harris's  plsnts- 
tion,  marked  Waco;  has  been  in  tliu  hands  of  the  Confederate  Government,  aiidiBU 
by  the  Government  to  parties  uukiluwn. 
I  have  also  taken  at  Dr.  Simmoiia's  plantation  17  bales,  marked  C.  8.  A. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JNO.  8WANEY, 
Jeting  Mmtrr,  Commdadisf. 
To  Lieut.  Commander  J.  P.  Foster, 

Conananiiig  Wathita  txpedition,  U.  S.  8.  La/afetle. 

Filed  June  1,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Or*- 
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1  elalmed  by 

U. 8. 8. IiAPAYriTK,  JprilU,  1S64. 
W«,  the  nnderHiKned  offlceni,  beard  Mr.  Jnles  Le  More  acknowledge  that  the  cotton 
ttken  on  board  b;  tbe  U.  S.  8.  Oenchita  belonged  to  Q.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  (of  which 
firm  be  •cknowkdRPB  bim«e1f  the  ■ireut).  Said  cotton  was  pnicbaaed  fnim  the  Con- 
federate Governoient,  for  which  the  fimi  exchanged  proritiou  and  clothing.  We  alao 
faetrd  thi!  tanie  gentleman  (jDleB.Le  More)  say  that  this  cotton  waa  paid  for  in  gold, 
at  20  eenta  per  ponnd.    The  uomber  of  bales  taken  waa  309. 

BYRON  WILSON, 

Liftttnaul  t'omnandn*. 
J.  8.  WATSON, 

Aoliiig  Matter. 
WH.  HABRIS, 

Aeling  Snilsn, 

fiabacribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  llth  day  of  April,  1864. 

JA8.  P.  F0ST6B, 
Litrnt-Commander,  U.  S.  !f., 
Comatandiitg  tecoad  dittriel,  MiMiuippi  Meet. 
FiledJone  1,1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  atrk. 


U.  S.  8.  Lafatette,  MissiseiPPi  Ritkr,  April  16,  1664. 

This  1h  to  certify  that  the  cotton  bf  ized  by  L'nplain  Foster  (com  man  ding  the  Black 
Biver  and  Ouachita  expedition),  on  the  plantation  formerly  owned  by  Dr.  B.  Bnllard, 
in  Caldwell  Piirtsh,  La.,  which  was  sold  by  xaid  Bollard  to  Mcssra.  Tatuin  &  Sim- 
mons, waa  madf  on  said  plautatioii,  and  by  the  agency  of  Baid8iinmoiiB  waa  branded 
and  placed  un  the  l>ankHiif  the  river,  lo  he  delivfredtoaFrcnchBUbirct(aii  he  slated 
himeelf  to  he)  nanir<<  L«  More,  to  be  uliippcd  to  a  Fri'nth  mercantile  boui<e,  to  pay  for 
mcTchandtae  fiirntHhcil  to  JpfterBon  Davis,  presideot  of  the  Coafederate  Statca  of 
America  (as  I  was  infninied  by  Dr.  Simmons),  but  which  was  taken  by  Cnpinin  Fo»> 
t«r,  on  account  of  the  hales  being  marked  C.  8.  A.,  meaning  the  Confederate  States  uf 
America. 

Dr.  Simmon*  Mid  to  Messrs.  Wamecken,  Kirchoff&Co.  100  bales  cotton,  the  27th 
November,  which  cotton  was  marked!  I  1,  67  bales;  O  1,  X)  balini. 

Dr.  Ballard  arranged  with  Mr.  Le  More  to  take  this  cotton  down  with  his  to  New 
Orleans,  and  deliver  it  to  tho  agent  of  Messra,  Wurneken,  Kilchoff  &  Co. 

B.  BALLARD. 

WilnessPH : 

D.  H.  Haydbjj. 

I     B.    R.    ESIILKIIHAK. 

Filed  June  1,  1064. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cltrk. 


^d  by  Google 
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Jiqwrl  ^  eotlon  captured  6y  the  vattU  of  O*  BIkIc  Hirer  and  OiMcJUfa  erpodilfM. 
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DeponitioD  of  Lieut.  Commander  James  P.  Foster,  in  behiilf  of  tbo  United  Stated 

taken  before  Georfce  P.  Boiron,  clerk  of  the  district  coart  of  the  United  State*  for 

tbe  soiitliem  ilistrlct  of  IlliQois,  at  bis  offloe,  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  io  sud  di>- 

triot,  on  the  26tli  day  of  Novemlier.  A.  D.  1864. 

Int.  1.  What  Ib  your  name,  ago,  and  occnpation  I — A.  Janes  P.  Fo«t«r ;  age,  Ihirij- 
seven  yGDni;  I  am  lient^nant-comninudur  in  the  United  States  Navy. 

Int.  2.  Were  yon  engaged  in  the  Hed  River  expl^di^ionf — A.  1  was. 

Int.  3.  Ill  what  branch  of  the  United  Slates  service  t — A.  In  the  naval  service. 

Int.  4.  By  what  bmnch  of  the  United  States  service  was  the  Red  Rivtr  expedition 
eondiieted  I    When  did  it  commence  I  and  how  far  up  Red  River  did  said  expedition 

el  What  obstructions  did  it  meet  fromConfuderateauthorities  t  nnrt  in  whose  mili- 
y  possession  was  the  ccmntry  befi^re  said  enpediiion  wuiil  up  Rod  Riverf— A,  Tlw 
expediiioQ  was  condiicteJ  by  tlie  uaval  service,  on  the  river;  by  the  Army,  od  the 
land,  both  acting  together.  Said  expedition  started  np  the  river  in  the  month  of 
Uarch,  IrtH ;  tlio  exact  date  I  don't  ktiow.  I  know  very  little  about  the  Eed  Eiver 
eipeditioii.  I  think  it  was  about  the  iiOth  of  March.  We  met  obstructions,  such  ■• 
forts,  rofts,  and  gnerillaB,  and  it  wa-t  fu  the  military  posaeiHion  of  the  rebel  ijoveni- 
mont,  or,  yon  miftht  say,  in  the  hands  of  the  enemy. 

Int.  5.  Wbocommaiidcdtheeipeditionon  theriverl — A.  Admiral  David  D. Porter. 

Int.  S.  State  what  vou  may  know  of  the  seizure  of  cotton  on  said  expedition. — A 
On  Red  River  I  only  know  of  one  case  tliat  I  was  connected  with.  That  was  Mrs. 
Robertson,  who  lived  about  3  miles  back  of  Pincyville,  opposite  Alexandria;  I  oulj 
knew  of  about  l;!0  bales  taken  from  her.  Mrs.  Robertaou  was  a  widow.  Some  of 
her  cotton  was  raised  two  years  previons,  and  some  of  it  was  five  or  six  years  of  age. 

Int,  7,  Were  you  cnfjHKed  in  the  Ouachita  eipidirionf  If  so,  when  did  said  expe- 
dition comiueiii'ul  By  whom  wun  it  condnctedt  How  for  up  the  river  did  it  goF 
What  obsf  rtlctioti  or  reKistaDce  did  it  meet  from  the  so-called  Confederate  farcM  or 
Government,  and  iu  whose  military  jioxsession  was  the  country  penetrated  by  aaid 
expe<litioti  T — A.  I  was  enf^aged  in  that  expeilition;  it  commenced  ou  the  ^th  of 
April,  lHti4.  I  was  the  commander  of  the  expedition,  and  went  with  a  part  of  my 
boats  aa  far  as  Ouachita  City.     I  think  it  some'iOO  miles  np  the  river;  I  amaotaer- 
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tain.  We  met  with  very  little  obstriiotion  on  the  river  nntil  we  reached  Monroe ; 
then  my  pickets  were  attacked  by  the  enemy's  cavalry ;  the  conutry  where  we  weak 
was  in  the  military  ponatuion  of  the  enemy. 

Int  ft.  What  do  you  know,  if  anything,  of  the  seizare  of  a  lot  of  cotton  clHimed  b;  % 
uanby  the  name  of  Le  More T — A.  All  the  cotton  claimed  hvLe  More  •&  Co.  was  marked 
"C.  8.  A.,"  with  very  few  exceptions.  Whilst  I  was  takinc  on  board  cotton  claimed 
bj  this  firm,  Mr.  Le  Mom  came  to  me  and  rfpn>sented  himself  as  the  ngent  of  the  hoiii» 
of  Le  Uore&  Co.  He  staled  in  presence  of  witneswsthat  they  had  rereived  this  oot- 
ton  in  exchaoge  for  graybach  clothing,  which  they  forwardetl  to  KIrby  Smith's  army. 
Be  not  only  ni*(le  tbis  stat«meDt  in  thepreseoceof  threoor  fonroRtcers,  be  nlmgaTe 
m«  an  affidavit  signed  by  himself,  which  affidavit  was  sent  to  Admiml  Porter.  Thia 
cotton,  marked  '■  C.  8.  A.',"  was  seiwd  nhout  one  anil  half  miles  Wow  Mooroe,  on  the 
opposite  dide  of  the  rivsr,  and  not  as  I  know  on  any  particular  plantation.  Mr.  I.e 
More  stated  Ihat  w  hen  they  were  bnmirK  cotton  throngh  that  snoMon  their  cotton 
WIS  protected  by  Kirby  Smith's  army.  This  he  stat^-d  in  answer  to  my  question,  why 
the  cotton  was  not  burned  with  the  rest.  There  van  300  and  odd  baVs ;  it  inJOS 
bales,  I  think.  I  speak  of  all  the  cottnn  cluim^d  liv  that  firm,  wherever  taken.  It 
was  taken  from  ditfereut  points,  and  at  the  Simmons  plantation  there  waa  910  bales,  I 
think,  captured  there. 

Int.  8.  Please  examine  the  paper  now  handed  yon,  marked  Exhibit  A,  and  state 
what  yun  know  about  it. — A.  I  took  that  altidavit  and  read  it  to  Le  More,  whosaid  It 
was  correct.  He  also  said  that  the  cotton  be  paid  for  in  cold  was  hiaown  cotloo,  com- 
prising a  tot  of  some  300  bales  in  another  Int.  Before  this  talk  with  Le  More  I  had 
•eiied  all  the  rottou.  As  we  went  np  the  river  I  seized  it  as  we  went ;  put  men  in 
ebargc  of  it,  and  directed  men  to  pnt  It  on  the  bunts.  A  good  deal  of  it  I  had  giiarda 
over,  althongh  it  was  nut  on  the  lioats;  Le  More  saw  ns  taking  it  on  board.  When  he 
HDie  down  and  saw  us  takinjilhis  cotton  wnswheu  we  had  this  talk,  and  I  took  this 
■ffldavit  shown  me,  and  his  affidavit  I  have  spoken  of.  I  think  over  two-thirdaof  the 
collon  claimed  by  Le  More  was  marked  "C.  S.  A."  The  conversation  which  I  had 
with  Le  More  inferred  to  all  the  cotlon  clninied  by  l^e  More  &■  Co.,  in  alt  that  section 
of  country.  This  cotton,  taken  from  Simmona's  plantation,  and  the  30tt  bales,  was  all 
taken  l>elow  Monroe. 

Cross-interrogatory  by  Judge  Looak: 

Q.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  obstructions  you  met  with  below  Monroe  1 — A.  We 
met  with  no  military  obstructiouH.  Tb*^y  had  all  been  chased  away  by  au  expedition; 
commanded  by  Captain  Ramaay,  some  five  weeks  before. 

Piled  November  ^  1664. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

>  Eikibit  A,  refrrred  to  i»  tlie  deporition  of  Jantt*  P.  Foittr. 

U.  3.  S.  hjLVAYBTTK,  April  11,  1864. 
We,  the  nodenigned  ofncers,  heard  Mr.  Jnlea  Le  More  acknowledge  that  the  cottnn 
taken  on  board  by  the  United  States  steamship  Ouachita  belonged  to  G.  A.  Le  Mom 
A,  Co.,  of  which  lirni  be  .ickliowledges  himself  the  agent ;  said  collon  was  pnrc hosed 
ftom  the  ConfHlerate  Government,  for  whicti  the  tirm  exchange^  proviaious  and  cloth- 
ing. We  also  heard  the  same  gentleman,  Jiilra  Le  More,  say  that  this  cotton  was  paid 
for  in  gold  at  30  cents  per  ponnd.     The  number  of  bales  laken  was  :WJ. 

BYRON  WILSON, 

Lir«teiianl-  Comaandcr. 
J.  8.  WATSON, 

A  cling  Matter. 
WM.  HABRIS, 

Acting  Eatiffn, 
Sabicribed  and  sworn  to  before  me,  thla  lllb  day  of  April,  imt. 

JAS.  P.  FOSTER. 
LieuUnant-Commander,  O.  S.  If.,  O/mmanding  Second  D'wtricI  Miteinippi  iiirer. 
Filed  NoTeml>er  28,  ItJIM. 

GEO,  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Depmition  of  Lieut.  Ooni'd'r  Francis  M.Rnnisav,  in  liehnlf  of  the  United  States,  t-akeo 
before  George  P.  Uowen,  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
•ontbern  district  of  Illinois,  at  his  office  in  the  city  of  Spriugdeld,  in  said  district, 
on  the  3d  day  of  October,  A.  D.  IHM. 

Uy  name  is  Francia  M.  Raoihav  ;  1  am  a  lien  ten  ant-commander  in  the  Navy  of  the 
Qotted  Slates ;  was  in  command' of  the  United  l^tstes  steamer  Choctaw,  of  the  Hiasi*- 
sippi  squadron,  while  she  was  attached  to  the  Red,'  Black,  and  Oua<'hita  River  oxpe- 


'O'^le 
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ditioDs,  Wben  we  entered  on  the  Oiiacblta  oxpeditioa  tbe  whole  oonntrr,  from  tb* 
north  of  the  Black  River  to  Ouacbitu  Cily,  na  lar  as  1  weDt,  woa  itipoMesBiuD  of  ih* 
nbels.  On  arriviog  at  Monroe,  by  order  of  Lieut.  C»iuniaDdeT  J.  P.  FoBter,  cooiautnl- 
ing  OuBohita  River  espediliou,  I  laiideil,  niih  ISf)  armed  iiieii,  ami  ti>ok  poaniiiuo  of 
the  city.  J  wa«  introduced  tu  a  Mr.  Ray,  wliuw  hrat  uauie,  nc«or<tii>g  to  my  brat  ire- 
olleotion  and  bulief,  was  John,  as  the  mayor  of  tbe  town  of  Mouroe,  aod  was  iuforaied 
be  could  give  me  any  iiiformation  I  desired.  1  questioned  him,  but  waxauBbln  tof^ 
a  alDcle  anHwer  of  iufunuation.  Ou  our  way  up  to  Monroe,  at  a  plaDlatiim  owned  bf 
or  called  Simmons  plaaUtiuD,  vreHeiltd,  to  l.be  boat  of  my  rcEollfVtion,  aboot  7VU  lain 
of  cotton,  each  bale  of  wbich  I  examined,  and  found  "C.S.A."  pluiiily  marked  oo 
oBch.  One  of  Che  veiiaelH  wns  tired  upon  soing  up  to  Monroe,  betwerD  Monrue  and 
HarriBonburjt.aud  another  on  reLuniing.  Between  Monme-anil  OnachilaCiry  1  wiwd 
about  700  bales  of  cotton.  It  was  in  two  loto,  one  lot  bejnp  on  Swim's  plantation,  to 
tbe  best  of  my  recollectian  ;  tbe  other,  I  think,  uu  bartlett'a  pJantation,  all  of  which 
was  plainly  marked,  wben  found,  "  C.  6.  A."  on  each  bale.  On  onr  way  down  tb* 
river,  on  a  plantationof  Ray  Broibera,  known  ax  Ray's  plantation,  I  seized  a  qnaniit; 
■of  cotton  J  1  don't  remanibHr  the  number  of  Imleli,  but  each  bale  was  marked  "  C.  S. 
A.,"  and  abont  350  baleaof  cotton  in  slabs,  without  any  mark  whatever  uiwu  it.  Tbi* 
last,  slab  cotton,  Mr.  Ray,  who  was  ou  the  place,  whose  name,  I  think,  was  Jaraeoli., 
1)ut  am  not  positive,  informed  me  was  tho  joint  property  of  himself  and  his  brother, 
John  Rsy.  I  seized  this  latter  cotton  by  order  of  Lieut.  Commander  J.  P.  Foriec, 
commanding  that  ezpe<lition. 

It  was  between  Ihe  fith  and  SOth  days  of  April,  A.  D.  18B4,  these  several  seiinrei 
were  made.  At  Trinity,  at  the  Junction  of  Black  River,  tbe  Teuaas,  Ouachita,  and 
Little  Riv«r,  the  rebels  hod  two  furts.  At  HarrisoubuTK.  on  the  Ouacbitu  River,  they 
have  and  bad  five  forts.  At  Monruo  they  bad  one,  and,  t  tbink,  two  forts.  About 
tbe  lat  of  March,  1U64,  Ihe  three  gnns  in  the  forts  at  Trinity  were  captured  by  uie, 
while  in  command  of  an  expuditiou  up  tbe  Ouachita  River,  and  (he  day  fulloicinit  "o 
liad  a  severe  fiKbt  with  the  forces  under  General  Polignac,  at  HarriaooburK-  Wliile 
tbe  veaaelswere  at  Monroe  a  skirmish  took  place  between  the  crew  of  the  United 
Slates  steamer  Ouachita  and  tbe  rebels  a  few  mites  above  a  little  town  the  nuue  uf 
'Which  I  don't  now  remember.  It  was  the  first  town  above  Mouroe,  ]  think,  un  the 
oppijsite  bank,  called  Trenton.  This  place,  Monroe,  bad  been  the  rebels'  hoadijaartcr^ 
and  of  the  rebel  General  Lidelt. 

Cross -iuterroga  tori  CM  by  Messrs.  Hay,  Edwards,  and  Sprinobr  : 

The  cotton  spoken  of  was  all  aeut  tu  Cairo,  so  far  as  I  know.  They  wei«  ordered 
to  l>e  sent  to  Cuiro. 

Q.  Did  tbe  person  of  whom  you  speak,  on  the  Hay  plantation,  as  Jamea  L.  Ray 
claim  the  ownership  of  any  other  cotbin  found  upon  that  plautiition  but  the  cotton  in 
alubst  And  state  whut  he  may  have  said  about  Ibeownrrshtp  of  the  cotton  not  id 
elabs,  found  on  his  plantation,  and  marked  "C.  S.  A." — A.  He  claimed  only  the  cotton 
in  slabs,  but  said  he  had  not  mentioned  this  other  cotton  to  Captain  Foster,  as  he  bad 
hoped  to  make  use  of  it  for  his  own  beuedt,  or  words  to  that  elfect. 
Re-examined  by  L.  Weijhin,  Esq. : 

A.  I  went  np  Red  River  as  far  as  Alexandria ;  tbe  whole  country,  frotu  the  month 
of  that  river  to  Alexandria,  was  in  pos.wssion  of  the  rebels  at  tbe  time  we  entered  tbs 
"  UHsey  the 
ogs  driltei 
Ruasey,  with  its  guns  and  part  of  its  );arrison,  was  in  possession  of  our  troops  when  I 
got  there.  I  alao  found  Alexandria  in  ]>ossrsBinn  of  tbe  naval  and  military  forces  of 
the  United  States  when  I  reached  there.  This  was  ahont  tbe  middle  of  Marob.  I>!6t. 
The  only  cotton  I  seized  on  this  expedition  np  Red  River  was  17  I>ales,  in  Pinej- 
Tille,  each  bale  marked  "  0,  S.  A.";  also  17  bales,  about  two  miles  from  PineyviUf, 
belonging  to  a  Mr.  Gray ;  also  3(1  bales  belonging  to  Dr.  Maddoi,  about  3  miles  from 
Alexandria ;  also  >^1  hales  belonging  to  a  Mrs.  H.  Robertson,  about  Tl  niiies  from  tb* 
river,  back  of  Piney ville.  I  undci'stand  the  H  in  the  name  of  Mn.  H.  Robertson  ap- 
plied to  her  husband,  and  not  to  her  name.  Tbe  whole  of  tbe  cotton  raptured  oo  thu 
expedition  was  ortlered  to  be  and  was  sent  to  Cairo,  according  to  u>y  best  koowledg* 
and  belief. 

Deposition  of  Mnj.  Gen.  Benjamin  V.  Butler,  in  behalf  of  tho  United  Stat^,  taken 
before  Kothan  Cnmbv,  Judge  of  the  police  court  of  Lowell,  Mass.,  and  Bpecial  gob- 

miaaioner  at  Lowell,  Mass.,  on  the  12tli  day  of  September,  1865. 

Int.  1.  When,  na  one  of  tho  mi: 
poBsessiou,  and  how  long  did  yoi 
to  December  IG,  iURi. 

Int.  %  While  at  New  Orleans,  did  yon  become  acquainted  with  a  man  by  the  ni 


About  12  miles  below  Fort  be  Russey  the  river  was  obstructed,  as  we  fonud, 
by  two  rows  of  ptlea  driven  across  and  logs  drilled  down  against  tbe  piles.     Fort  De 
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«f  Jalea  Le  Uaiv.  ■  French  onhject,  who  claimeil  to  repreattnt  tbe  hotiM  of  O.  A.  L* 
NoTK  &,  Co.,  of  Havre,  Krnni.'rT— A,  I  AiA  become  itciinflinled  nlth  Jnlrg  Le  Mora 
wbile  »t  Nf  w  Orlt-auH,  La.,  aud  who  claimed  to  leprteeut  the  house  of  Q.  A.  Le  Uor» 
&  Cii.,  of  Hkvre,  >'rauce. 

Int.  3.  Please  state  all  .von  rany  know  of  anything  of  tbe  commercial  operations  of 
Q.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  either  ihrou^-h  Jiilra  Le  More,  na  its  aiteiit,  or  any  other  pereon. 
Stale  fully  all  jou  nia.v  know,  if  an.vihii>)(,  of  the  lioii8«  uf  Le  More  &.  Co.,  Imdiog 
niih  Ihe  rebrla,  in  forninhinft  tbem  wiih  eapptifs  fur  cotton.    Give  a  ttetailtil  b*-*' 


it  of  all  jour  ktiowlfdge  In  refeieiice  to  Miiil  house. — A.  1  nae  informed  tlironeb 

"'  '  "'  teDruartuii-iitHlhat  cenaiu  perfone  were  fc gaged  in  (>nppl.viiig  the 

t  wilh  vlolhing.     From  iiironnatiiin  I  reiiived,  I  arrpBted  Jnlcs  La 


lloreHixl  Alfred  LeMoie,  of  Ihe  film  of  Ednaid  GnuHit-rili  &  Co.,  of  New  Orleans, 
llii'ircB>biFrHn<l  ho<ikki'e|irr,  and  alMi  the  (ifBceni  of  ttie  Hank  of  New  Orleans,  all  of 
vlinm  were  concernrd  In  thr  transaction.  From  ibe  tmoks  niid  papers  of  tbe  lirm  of 
GHntlirriD  A  Co., and  from  tbeconl'i-MiionBor  JulreLe  Mcire,  I  learued  tli  at  I  but  bouse, 
tlirun^h  its  ciirrexpoiKlciite  nt  Hiivre,  "  O.  A.  Le  Mure,"  hfiii  purcbaseil  a  large  qnan- 
tii>,iii>niemilHoTi8»f  dollnrb'  worth, of  elothiiiK  f»r  ih»  Confeilfrate  sruiy,  in  Fiviera, 
and  Ihai,  throofch  tbe  aKemj'  ofJnleii  Le  MureHUil  Alfroil  Le  Mure,  had  caused  about 
niir-hitf  of  the  (lolhing  lo  lie  ilrliiend at  MnliipioniH,  some  time  lu  June,  It^,  to  one 
BliKikin,  llie  relwt  qiiailirnia-lcr  mill  »)!''»'  for  tbut  pnr|K>«e.  That  ibis  was  paid  for 
l>.vMI>5,i:0ll,lioir<iWMl  ofllie  Bank  of  Nuw  OrleuiiH,  by  .1.  U.  Bow.pruduCe  and  cotton 
•Kent  o(tlieCoiif<'ilFmt''Goveninieiit.  on  tbe  pltilue  uf  ciitti'ii  which  was  uiiderslood 
til  lie  Hion-d  0)100  the  Uii>aiHKir>l>i  and  its  iribntiiries.  In  the  mean  time  ilie  money 
wss driMifirlrd  with  Count  M<Jiiii,Freiii'h  consul,  fur  Rnfe-kee)iiui:,  and. after  Ihncnra- 

pl<'ti.m  Kf  the  iransacti nas|iHi<>  "ver  lo  JuIih  Lo  Mure  in  Hi-ttlemenlof  tba  acconoL 

I  tlxrrliire  iniprimmiil  Jnles  uikI  Alfre.l  Lo  More  tor  iH-ing  couctrnnl  wilh  thoir  cor- 
n-'iHinileiiiHoiid  liri<llivri>,  (>.  A.  \m  More  >&  Co.,  iit  llaviv,  in  Bupplyiug  the  rclx'lB 
with  elulbinj:  for  Ibi-  r  uiinv.  wliile  tli-v  wire  iinlendiiig  lo  \ia  neutral  French  enb- 
jrctK.nNd  I'laimiui:  tb>-  )m>iruiii>n  i.t  t1>«  Uuiird  Sitit.-H  us  such,  nnd  I  should  hava 
ttiefl  Jules  anil  Alfn-d  l>e  Moii-  I'or  rlirir  crinii-H,  Hud,  uiiun  cunvictioD,  sbimld  have 
hmigxl  them, save  thai  I  wuh  ndiviil  tri>ui  the  di-piirtiii<-i>i,  1<t  furo  I  gut  through. 

I  annex  heri-to  coptex  of  my  tilHiial  n'lMirt,  with  Ihe  vHriuuHeKhiliilH,  iupagcH  nnm- 
ber-il  fnini  I  to  41,  inclnoive,  certillvil  l>v  ui.v  niKiml'in*.  ami  n  liidi  are,  to  ihe  best  of 
ijiy  knowledge  and  IHief,  Irne  copieHnf  Ibeui'iginal  |>at>«r(i,aud  which  originiiU  were 
tlir  geniiiiii-  papers  whieb  on  Ibeir  face  tliry  )iui'|>ol't  t'.i  be. 

M.v  olBciiil  report  cuntaina  a  correct  ciibihit  of  the  irausuctiuu,  aa  fur  as  it  came  to 
n;  knowleilge. 

Cross-interrogat oriel  in  Ivhalf  of  0.  A.  Ijo  Mire  &  Co.  : 

Int.  I.  It  you  know  unvtbing  of  Ibe  Urm  "f  G.  A.  U-  M..re  &  Co.,  state  where  the 
Grill  i>^iikd,  a«>l  who  c<>n>po«-.l  ibulirin;  also  vonr  nu'iiu- of  kuu» ledge. 

Int.  a.  D  .  yon  know  wlietliir  Jul.-«  Le  Mure  wa*  a  nirmb.r  uf  that  firm,  and  yam 
ni.'ai»  orknowl.dg.l-A.  The  film  n-sld.  .1  Havn-.  Fniuce,  and  watcompow-d  of  Jnlrs 

Le  Uiire  :ind  G.  A.  I.e  More,  a tilers  of  nhuiii  Ihuve  no  knowledge.     Tbe  Le  Mores 

wrre  brnrberxas  well  as  |.|iitue  s.  Mv  meun^i  uf  kno»  li-<Ig<-  wire  ihe  examination  of 
liie  tvaniiai  tiuns  of  tlif  1ioum>.  tbe  Ktalruieiits  of  Jules  Le  More  and  Alfinl  Le  More, 
and  of  Ihe  iHHjkiof  (iauili.'r  II  &  Co.,  of  wbieh  Jules  iinil  Alfr.'d  were  purtnerH. 

Int.  i.  Du  ^oll  know  iiuxliiiig  of  numbei  fiiin  iu  New  Orleann.  of  wbirb  Jules  Le 
Mote  was  a  paniier.and  ju"'  nieunsufknuwleilget— A.  1  knew  tbe  HrmofGantberin 
&  Co.,  vf  wb'cb  .Inks  uud  Alfred  Le  More  wire  punuen,  and  uij  means  of  knowle<lge 
«<n>  as  before  HtaiiHl. 

IM.A.  If  yon  kouwanythingofi  ho  dealings  of  Jules  Le  More  in  New  Orleans,  state 
wlietlier  Ihe  dealings  w.  le  ll.r  biuiwlf  i'  dividuiillv.  or  for  the  tinn  in  New  Orleami.or 
vbiibliewKsa  niemlier,  or  n»  sgeni  of  tbe  Iioum- of  (J.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  t— A  The 
di'iiliuKH  of  Jnles  Le  More  weie  not  for  biuiw-lf  indiviituiilly,  hut  lor  tbe  firm  in  New 
Oil*-BUsuiid  Havre,  of  l.ulb  vUileb  be  u 


lilt.  5.  Jf  any  HimofLi-Moi 

ii-'x  &  Co.  biiil  di  ulings  with  tbe  rebels  for  cotton,  or 

fnrui^liedlberiMsRiibsu 

liis  fur  vol  ton,  do  ymi  know  whether  it  was  the  bouse 

or  firm  «r  G.  A.  Le  More  A  C". 

.  of  Fran.-e,  ..r  -«.,.«  ol  her  house  or  firm,  or  the  firm  of 

wbiih  JuL's  Le  More  was  a  p<it 

liier  iu  New  Orleans:  >ind  ifyoii  sny  it  was  the  house 

ofG.  A.  UMiire&Cu.of  Fri 

ttwt  tiim,  when  tliev  «i-re  fill 

ni»h,-.l,.ind  yonr  nirana  ol  knowlvdgo  *-A.  ft. lb  the 

h«iine-«r  L-  Moie's.'u-  w'tl  iu 

New  Ork-iiiui  as  IIhvp,  wrn-  ciMuerned  in  snpulving 
d  wliii-b  I  have  ti'hlilb'il  hi  chief.     They  wen.  rnrnishca 

llieielwls  wilb  nrmv  i-lutbiug,  • 

in  Ibe  snmiiieruf  lSli;i      My  iii 

leans  of  kiiowleilge  nere  lb.-  confessions  of  Jules  Lo 

Uon-,  Ihe  slali-meiits  of  bis  l« 

riukkei'iiir  iiniler  oslli,  the  exuminatiiiii  ot  books  and 

lHi|>ers.and  the  aceuniit-cnm-i 

It  uf  the  tnin..iu  lion,  in  which  the  expenses  of  Jule* 

Le  Mute  to  Havre,  fori  wo  Junrueja,  about  lliu  matter,  are  entered.    ' 

Filed  September  18.  IrtCi. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN^  CUrk. 

L  ,  _  1  Google 
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Offitial  rqtorli  and  exhibit*,  T^eired  to  U  iepctlliott  of  Baijamin  F.  BMr, 

HEAIXIDARTBRS  DaPARTHBKT  OP  TBK  GDL7, 

Kmc  Orltatt*.  Sovemher  13, 1861 
Hon.  B.  M.  Stanton, 

SrcrrtaryefWar: 
SiK :  I  received  the  com ninni cation  of  the  War  Department,  ineloatag  a  copy  at  i 
letter  from  tbe  Stat«  Deparlmeiit,  (lirecliQc  my  altentioD  tu  tbe  8tatem«ut  made  b; 
Ur.  Sonford,  our  niioUter  rani  dent  at  Bruiweiij,  a  copy  of  wbich  I  incloae  for  tbe  betto 
nndcTstaDiliiig  of  the  preMiit,  coDimnukatiun.  In  obeilienre  to  ita  ilirectioas,  I  im- 
mediately  aet  Hbotit  making  inqniriee,  thrODgli  my  secret  p<ilice,  aDd  findiog  it  a  mat- 
ter of  very  f[rave  iinpon,  as  nffectiog  the  relationn  of  the  }''rencli  codhuI  here,  I  nadn- 
took  a  peraoDfil  eiaminatiou  of  the  BUbject.  Tbe  fiicts,  as  suhatantiated  bv  tbe  itx- 
Dmentarv  and  other  teiitimony  hertto  appended,  are  sabstHntialiy  this:  Tbe  Sna  ri 
Edw.  Oautberin  &  Co.,  composed  of  E.iw.  Ranthecin  and  Alfred  and  Jiilen  L«  Mort, 
doing  bnainena  in  New  OrltanB,  was  also  cooiwmed  in  a  hon«i  in  Havana.  S.  A.  L« 
More  Jk  C«.,  Jules  and  Alfred  Le  More,  tlic  partners  in  New  Orlesns,  wvre  also  part- 
neni  in  that  house.  Oantherin  &,  Co.  were  at  first  employed  in  boyinj;  tobacco  f«r 
the  French  Government.  Afterwarde  they  ir ere  concerned  in  shipping  cotton  on  Joill 
account. 

They  represented  Ihemst^Ives  to  he  agents  of  Baron  Silliere,  the  contractor  for  FKnek 
army  clothing.  On  tbcS^th  of  July,  It^l,  as  will  appear  fi^m  the  copy  of  acontrut 
with  the  Confi'deralb  Government,  herewith  inclos^  and  marked  X  the  orifcioal  if 
whirh  is  in  my  possi'ssion,  Gantherin  &  Co.  agree  to  fnriiish  tbe  Confederates  witb  l 
large  amount  of  cloths  for  uniforms,  which  are  the  cloths  spoken  of  in  the  commnnieS' 
tiou  of  Ur.  Sanford.  Abont  the  Ixt  of  April  of  thin  year,  ii  cargo  of  the  goods  ««* 
shipped  to  Havana,  and  from  Ibenoeto  Matamoros,  under  charfceof  the  aenior  partan 
of  thehon«e,Edwiud  Oantherin, now  in  Europe.  That  cloth  was  smiigjclBd  acroMts 
Brownsville,  and  deli  verm)  to  Captain  Sharkey,  qnarterm  aster  and  agent  of  the  CoDfed- 
erate  Government.  The  original  involcenof  I  Ilia  receipt  are  hereto  annexed,  markfdE 
andF.  Betwecn14thof  April  and  tbe'J4th  of  April,  theduy  the  fieet.  passed  the  forti 
Ur.  J.  D.  De  Bow,  produce  loan  af[ent  of  the  Confederato  i^tatee,  made  application  of 
tbe  Bank  of  New  Orleans  for  a  loan  of  $405,000  in  coin,  without  interest,  as  will  appeu 
by  tbe  com  HI  uiii  cation  hereto  annexed,  marked  C.  This  proposition  waa  acceded  to  bj 
the  bank,  upon  a  pledge  made  by  Payne,  Huntington  &  Co.,  the  junior  partner  of  wbiek 
firm  was  preHident  of  the  bunk,  of  citlon  to  be  delivered  on  the  plantations  in  Lonin- 
ana  and  Mississippi.  Tbe  contract  ia  hereto  annexed,  marked  D.  This  transaetioii 
waa  unCeDterud  into  in  i^od  faith,  as  is  confessed  by  the  testimony  of  the  acting  pmj- 
deDt,  Mr.  Davis,  taki'n  from  his  own  lips,  in  short  baud,  a  copy  of  which  ia  hereto  wi- 
nexeil.  lunrkcdO.  But  lb»  transaction  was  a  contrivance  by  whicb  the  specie  mijchtba 
got  out  of  Ibu  bank.  Specie  to  tli  is  amount  was  placed  in  tbe  bunds  of  the  FreDi-beoa- 
■ut,  wilhbisfullknonti'dgeof  the  intent  of  the  transaction,  and  a  receipt  wasgiven  by 
him  to  hold  it  in  trust  for  the  bank  of  New  Orleann.  At  the  siime  time  a  prcteadtd  mI* 
of  the  n  mainderof  the  snecie  in  bunk,  amoutiliiig  tn  (400,060,  for  sIcrlinK,  was  Diode  by 
the  bunk,  and  that  was  also  placed  in  the  bauds  o?  tho  French  consul.  Thmelivasanu, 
amounting  tog^U.ntO.  made  sut>stan tially  the  whole  specie  capital  of  tho  bank.  This 
ia  shown  by  the  coufi'ssion  of  the  only  director  of  tbe  liuuk  who  has  not  mn  »<tay  into 
the  Confederacy — Mr.  Harrol.  A  copy  of  liis  ia  hereto  annexed,  marked  R.  Mstten 
Btood  in  thix  conditioD  at  tho  time  theclly  of  New  Orleans  was  taken  possnisiDn  nf  by  o*. 
Upon  my  aKsuriince  to  the  bank  that  if  they  would  return  their  B|)ec)n  thcyshoald  ba 
protected,  the  pretended  sale  for  sterling  exchange  was  rescinded,  and  the  French  cod- 
•ul  sent  back  tlie  moiio.v.and  the  bank  received  into  it4j  vault  $400,000. 

In  regard  to  the  841^.000,  the  French  consul  hccaoie  uneasy  and  moved  npon  tbs 
bank  to  gel  nt  bis  receipt  given  to  tho  Bauk  of  New  Orleans,  and  gave  a  new  receipt 
running  directly  to  Caiitherin  &■  Co. 

At  this  point  of  time  I  ordered  all  the  specie  iu  the  hands  of  the  French  consnl  to 
be  sequestered  and  held  until  afliiirs  could  be  investigated.  Reverdy  Johnnoo.  eon- 
roimionerof  (he  Stilte  ItcpBrlnient,  camedown  here,  iind,  without  invcstigstioD, and 
withont  knowing  anything  of  the  trauBactions.  and  without  ever  inquiring  of  n» 
about  them,  made  sncli  representations  to  tho  Department  of  State  that  I  ws"  or- 
dered to  relensetbe  French  conanl  from  his  nromiae  not  to  deliver  up  any  specie  he 
hod  in  his  hands,  without  informing  me,  which  order  I  obeyed.  In  the  mean  tims 
Gatithi'rin  &,  Co.  had  aLiceeiidod  in  delivering  their  goods  to  the  Cnnfi^derate  »J!*nl* 
and  c^tcd  uiion  the  bank  to  got  their  money,  which  had  been  deposited  in  tbe  li»'"'*?J 
the  French  cousul.  This  delivery  had  not  been  completed  at  Brownsville  antiltbswd 
of  Jnne,  and  some  time  in  the  lost  of  July  ttio  bauk,  through  its  ofOeem,  gave  DP  >'• 
receipts,  which  are  de8rroyo<l,  and  took  a  receipt  which  was  dated  bock  to  tiie  leth 
of  April  directly  from  Gaothcrin  &.  Co.,  so  that  the  French  oousni's  name  sbouW  not 
api>eBr  in  the  trauaaction.    These  facta  are  established  by  the  testimony  of  Hr.  Bwly, 
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tfae  cubier  of  tbe  bank,  vrhicb  U  written  ont  and  signed,  and  awom  to  bj  biin,  > 
copy  of  irhich  is  anneied  and  marked  0,  P. 

The  money  traa  sent  on  board  the  Spuniah  man-of-war  Blitaco  de  Oaray,  which  left 
this  port  September  la^t,  and  has  cow  reliirned,  and  has  been  carried  to  Hnrnna  nnd 
thence  shipped  to  Now  I'orfc.  All  this  has  lieen  done  with  the  knowledge  and  consent 
of  the  consul  of  France.  You  will  see  Ly  the  letter  of  Ht.  8  an  ford  (he  difflcultf 
which  the  Confederates  had  of  gettiug  more  goods  on  account  of  the  non-payment  of 
the  first  bill.  Another  cargo  is  now  in  Havana,  uot  to  he  delivered,  of  conrse,  until 
the  tint  is  paid  for.  By  this  wrongfuJ,  illegal,  and  inimical  interference  of  tbs 
French  oonsal,  aided  by  the  Spanish  ship-of-war,  the  money  lias  gone  forward,  so 
that  the  holders  of  tbe  goods  will  be  ready  to  ship  tbe  remainder  for  the  benefit  of  ' 
the  Coafedenite  army.  A  more  flagrant  violation  of  international  law  and  national 
eonrteay  on  tbe  part  of  a  consnlar  agent  cannot  be  imagined. 

Before  i  proceeded  upon  tbe  investigation,  not  knowing  the  extent  to  which  tbe 
Freuch  consul  viae  implicated,  1  called  upon  him,  and,  after  sbowine  him  a  letter 
received  from  the  comnianding  general  of  the  Army,  in  which  I  was  directed  to  cul- 
livate  tbe  must  friendly  relatioua  withlilm,  I  read  bim  the  tetter  of  onr  minister  at 
Brussels,  and  told  him  I  should  desire  his  friendly  aid  in  making  the  investigation, 
and  then  asked  him  if  he  knew  anything  of  Iriinsaclion  sitokon  of  in  lii.  Sanford'i 
letter,  or  any  money  had  ever  been  deposited  with  him  for  any  such  purpose.  He,  in 
the  most  emphalic  manner,  answered  me  that  be  knew  nothing  of  any  such  transac- 
tioD,  He  only  knew  that  there  was  a  French  honse  of  the  naine  of  Gantherin  &  Co. 
in  New  Orleans,  and  that  no  money  hod  ever  been  deposited  with  him  for  any  sncb 
purpose.  I  then  iufonued  him  that  it  wonld  become  my  duty  to  arrest  and  queatioa 
Allied  and  Jules  Le  More,  the  resident  partners  of  the  french  houne. 

1  did  so,  and  they  denied  all  such  transaction,  or  refusnl  to  answer,  lest  crimlDat« 
tbemselvea.  But  in  the  mean  time  I  had  |Kisressed  myself  of  their  liooks  and  papen, 
sod  I  found  two  accounts,  transiations  of  wbiuh  I  inclose,  marked  B,'A,  which|sbow 
the  whole  transaction,  and  which  also  show  that  one  Kossuth,  a  clerk  of  the  Frenob 
coaiul,  whose  name  appears  in  tbe  account,  received  S^i^i'^  as  a  fee  for  keepinc  tbo 
moDcy  within  the  French  consulate,  and  that  a  doDcenr  was  given  to  Madam  Mejan 
for  the  porpose  of  "  carrying  out  the  alTuir  well."  Thnt  a  lawynr  was  paid  to  deal 
with  the  consul  in  tbis  matter,  and  these,  together  with  tbe  testimony  of  the  presideDt, 
director,  and  cashier  of  tbe  bunk,  put  the  guilt  of  Count  Mejan  beyond  question.  1 
beg  leave  to  cull  j'onr  attention  to  this  extraordinary  amouut  of  expense. 

I  need  not  suggest  to  the  Department  that  it  is  the  duty  of  tbe  Government  at  once 
and  peremptorily  to  revoke  the  exequator  of  Count  Mejun.  He  has  connived  at  the 
deliveryof  army  Elothiucof  tbe  Confederate  army  since  tbeot^cupation  of  New  Orleans 
bj  the  Federal  fon'es.  He  bos  taken  away  gold  from  the  bank,  nearly  half  a  million 
of  its  specie,  to  aid  the  Confederutes,  acts  which  could  not  have  been  done  without 
bis  aid  and  that  of  tbe  Spaniard  sbip-of-war  lllasco  de  Garay. 

1  leave  the  consul  to  tbe  Government  at  Washinjirtun.     I  will  take  care  suHlcJeiitly  to 

faniah  the  other  alien  eneuiies  and  domestic  traitors  concerned  in  this  business,  whom 
have  here.  Upon  examination  of  the  parties.  I  fonnd  that  a  box  containing  all  the 
papeia  relatiiiK  to  tbe  transaction  wbicli  were  not  kept  with  tbe  commercial  papers 
of  the  bnnse  of  Gantberin  &  Co,  was  nsually  deposited  with  tbe  French  consul.  I 
nrotfl  to  bim  very  |iolitely  to  have  it  delivered  to  me  for  the  j)urpose  of  justice.  I 
have  again  written  bim  more  pei'omptorily.  and  bebas  refused  to  do  so,  still  concealing 
tbe  proof  of  guilt.  If  produced  I  believe  it  will  show  bim  to  be  one  of  tbe  Ave  parties 
concerned  iu  tbe  illegal  traffic  mentioned  in  the  account  of  expenses.  And,  however 
that  may  be,  he  now  covers  the  criminal  as  he  lately  concealed  tbe  booty,  which  be, 
his  wife,  and  bis  clerk,  have  so  largely  shared. 

1  beg  leave  here  to  call  the  attention  of  thi<  Department  to  these  transactions,  (ts 
showing  that  I  was  clearly  right  when  I  ordered  the  specie  deposited  in  tbe  hand  of 
CoDnt  MHan  to  be  sequestered.  His  flag  ban  been  made  to  cover  all  manner  of  illegal 
and  hostile  transactions,  and  the  booty  arising  therefrom. 

1  am  giad  that  my  action  here  has  been  vindicated  to  the  world,  and  that  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  will  be  able  to  demand  of  tbe  French  Govemmeut  a  re- 
call of  its  treacherous  and  hostile  agent. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

BENJ.  F.  BUTLER, 


Major-tieneriil,  ComniaBdiag. 


ethibii. 


OBmRai. ;  The  Secretary  of  War  directs  me  to  transmit  to  yon . 
tion,  ibfl  inclosed  copy  of  a  communication  this  'lay  received  from  the  Secretary  of 
Stale,  covering  a  copy  of  ■  dispatch  of  tbe  3<>lh  ultimo,  from  tbe  minister  resident  at 
Brussels, in  relation  to  contracts  entered  into  by  insurgent  agents  with  manufacturan 
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In  TeTTiera,  for  lappliea  of  militar;  clothea,  and  inggesting  the  prob»bilit;  that  tba 
ftmda  to  meet  said  coDtractn  may  bave  formed  part  of  the  money  aeqtieaterad  by  j«b. 
Very  Teap^ctfully,  your  obedient  aerTant, 

P.  H.  WAT80H. 
AmUUiU  Sterelorg  of  War. 
UaJ.  Ocn.  B.  F.  Butler, 

Coamaitdliig,  Nea  Orltani,  La. 

Sir:  When  I  was  in  Vervieraa  fewdaysHince,  I  was  told  that  the  payment!  for  the 
rebeln'  contmctH  for  military  clothes,  of  which  I  wrote  you  fiillj'  in  NnveubtT  and 
Decnmbor  lant  (mo  eHpeoiull;  conltdentia],  iUtb  November,  IKfil),  and  amoaDtiDjc  tv 
1,700,000  franoi,  had  not  been  mad«.  and  that  the  three  mnuthH'  billx  given  for  Ibe 
aaniH  hod  beun  renewed  as  tbey  fell  due.  Assurance  hod,  however,  now  hern  fivrn 
tbat  thu  money  for  the  same  hod  been  deposited  with  the  French  consnl  at  New  Ot- 
leanH,  and  would  be  shortly  received. 

It  would  be  wvll,  1  think,  ti>  cause  inqniries  to  be  made  as  to  who  the  depotilattaf 
the  money  NM]iicBtered  by  General  Butler  were,  and  for  whom  it  was  Intended,  »  I 
adviitpd  yon  nt  the  time  lnri;e  (mrchases  of  cloth,  blankets,  shoes,  and  arms,  Ic, 
were  made  for  account  of  E<lw.  Gitntberin  &  Co.,  of  New  Orleans,  fur  the  rebel  id- 
thorities.  whose  a^eDts  tlioy  anjienrHd  to  be,  lbruii(;b  their  correspondents,  O.  A.  Le 
More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  the  rent  iiinDbnsnrH  on  this  siile  of  the  Atlantic  being  a|ipu- 
eiilly  llurou  Sllliore,  the  noted  fitrniBlier  of  military  cloths,  Ac.,  (or  the  French  ijot- 


If  auy  of  the  natnoa  appfar  iu  any  way  connected '^ilb  tbrM  deposits  at  the  Frvncli 
eouHnlH,  the  pn'sumptiun  would  be  tbat  thuy  are  for  the  paj^ients  by  the  rebel  mi- 
thuritien  for  inilitary  supplies. 

1  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

U.  a.  6ANF0RD. 
Hon.  William  H.  Srwakd, 

Storttarji  of  Slatt,  Jfv. 

X. 
TiBniKiA,  loicil; 

I,  John  Letcher,  KoverDor  of  the  St nto  aforesaid,  do  hereby  certify  and  make  hnnii 
vnlu  nil  whom  it  mtiy  concern,  that  Jnuirs  B.  M.  Smith,  whose  name  is  snliscrilied  ID 
tite  dornincnt  nnnexeit,  Is.  and  wnn  at  the  liuio  of  subscnbiuE  Ihu  same,  major  ud 
qnnrtiTii'antiT  of  the  Confederate  Slates  of  America,  authorized  to  make  contracla  (n 
the  iinrchnse  ofsnpjilies  fur  the  army  of  the  Cimfnlerate  States;  that  hissigiialDrrit 
genuine,  nud  that  to  his  official  acta  full  faith,  credit,  and  authority  are  doe  ud 
ought  til  b<>  given. 

In  tentimoiiy  whereof  I  have  subscribed  my  name,  and  cansed  the  great  sfaloftba 
Stnto  to  be  Hfllxed  tberelo.  Dum-  nt  the  city  of  Kiehmond  the3(Jth  day  of  July, in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  I'^l,  and  of  the  commonwealth  the  Ktifh. 

JOHN  LETCHEE.    [l.  8.] 
By  the  governor  r 

(Inilnrw>ment 0  Vu  an  consulat  de  France  a  Ricbmoiiil  pour  lef^lisatian  de  la  aI;- 
naiurp  npiKisee  an  bnsda  recto  precedent  de  U.  John  Letcher,  gvuvemeur  de  IXUt 

Kiehmond  )e  :I0  Jnillet,  6t. 

Le  cousjil  de  Fruuce —  

ALFB£D  PADU 

Ho.  d'ordtv,  260;  art.  i>ij  da  tariff;  solTit,  18  f,50. 

[TniKbUaB.l 

Kxamlned  at  the  eonmilate  of  Franre,  at  Kiohmond,  for  lefRtlJMtion  «f  Ibeiieu- 
sMun-,  ■tHtoil  at  the  botlKio  uf  the  inimediato  rorrgoiug,  of  Ur.  John  Leteber,  (<*■ 
•riiiir  uf  tlie  Stale  »f  Virginia. 

UteUimmil,  :ti>th  July,  ISil. 

Tlif  mnHnl  of  (''nincei  ,„ 

[SKAUJ  ALFRED  PAUL. 

Ko.  oflhaonler,  260;  arlicleSaof  the  t*riffj  KilTU.Uf.M.  biie. 

Digit  zed  by  Google 


FRENCH  AND  AMEBICAN  CLAIMS  C0HHI88I0N. 


CoxrKDKRiiTE  STATKa  or  Ana  ate  a, 

Quakteruastbr'h  OmcB, 
Riciinond,  Va.,.fulg2a.  lUei. 
Bd.  OANTHKKur  &  Co. : 

Tour  poaition  of  supply  clotb  for  tbe  armj  of  the  Confederals  StstM  ia  accepted. 
Tba  qi)*rl«rm»Bter  depsrcment  iiKr«eB  to  receive  and  pav  for  IT5,0UO  vanls  of  Hatnple 
"C,"  1SO,000  yards  of  Miniple  "I>,"and  50,000  yards  of  sample  "B,"  The  color  of 
"  B  "  wid  "  C  "  to  bo  cadet's  gray,  and  the  teitnre  fully  equal  to  the  Muiple ;  "  B  " 
to  be  six-qnarteni  wide,  at  tt.b5  a  yard;  "C"  to  be  six-qnartcrR  wide,  at  11. 97^  a 

The  anderttanding  between  joarenlvea  and  the  department  is  that  the  above  must 
be  delivered  between  the  I5th  of  November  next  apd  the  15tb  of  Jaouary,  1862 — 
•ooner,  if  poaslble ;  the  deliver;  to  be  at  a  port  of  the  Coufederiicy,  an  near  the  city 
of  Bichmond  aa  pooeible. 

Very  reepectfiilly,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

JA8.  B.  M.  SMITH, 


Nxw  Orlkans,  ApHl  16, 1869. 
J.  B.  D.  De  Bow,  esq.,  aoperititendeDt  prodace  loan  office,  C.  B.  of  A.,  to  Ed.  Gantherin 
A  Co.,  Dr., 

E.O.  O.  Its  bales  gray  cloth,  mcas.  64,743f  ;ardB,  at  $i.5& |139,SB6  04 

E.O.  a.  427  bales  gray  cloth,  mess.  134,634}  yards,  at  $1.97} 366,686  84 

609  bales,  measnrjng  169,36a{  yards 405,483  <;e 

Received  from  tbe  Bank  of  New  Orleana.in  payment  of  tbe  above  invoice,  the  sam 
of  9405,000,  leaving  nnpaid  a  balance  of  |483.0». 
•405,000. 

ED.  OANTHEBIN  &.  CO. 
F. 

Beceived,   Brownsville,  Jose  23,  1863,  In  good  order  and  coudition,  i^m  Chas. 
PioUland,  and  for  aocoont  of  Hessrs.  Ed.  Gantherin  &,  Co.,  of  New  Orleans — 
Mark,  £.  G.  G.— B.  Number -lti3  bales  cloth,  measnriug  60,743(  yards,  at  19.66  a 

Mark,  E.  G.  O.— C.  Number— 437  bales  cloth,  measaring  l»4,63ej  yards,  at  Sl.STi  a 

W.  L.  8HAEKLET, 
Captain  and  AeUng  QuarlemuuUr. 
1  certify  the  above  signatDTe. 

P.  N.  SUCKETT, 
Colontl,  Cammandtng  Lower  Sio-Granie. 

We  hereby  declare  that  the  Hignatnrea  above  given  are  genuine,  and  that  Mr.  W. 
L.  Sbarkley,  above  named,  is  the  apecial  agent  delegated  to  receive  the  above-men- 
tJooed  goods  for  acconnt  of  tbe  contracting  parties.  We  furthermore  hereby  bind 
and  obligate  onrselvea  bo  produce,  within  reaaonable  time,  a  daplicate  of  tbe  fore- 
going receipt,  duly  authenticated  by  the  qnartermaaterdepartmcDtorthc  Confederate 
Statea  of  Amerioa. 

ED.  GANTHERIN  A.  CO. 
G. 

Nkw  Orlbaks,  April  14,  1883. 

The  andetsigned,  having  been  requested  to  ftimiab  the  qnarteriDaster  at  this  post 

with  the  means  of  settling  Ed.  Gantherin  &,  Co. 'a  bill  for  Army  supplies,  amounting 

to  $405,000,  deaiifS  to  borrow  that  amount  from  the  bank  of  New  Orleana  in  coin, 

without  interest,  on  the  credit  of  the  Confederate  States,  and  makes  this  application 

J.  D.  B.  DE  BOW, 

Agtnt  Fro.  Loan. 

D. 

Meaars.  Payne,  Hnntiugton  &,  Co.,  holders  of  a  receipt  of  J.  D.  B.  De  Bow,  auper- 
intending  cotton  loan,  for  $405,000,  payable  in  coin,  agree  to  receive  from  J.  D.  B. 
De  Bow  a  auffloieot  quantity  vf  Orleana  middling,  on  tjie  basis  of  6  oenM  pet  ponnd, 
H.  Ex.  235 23 


354  FRENCH   AND  AUESICAJI  CLAIMS  COM1US8ION. 

to  absorb  the  aionnnt ;  and  J.  B.  D.  Do  Bow,  on  the  part  of  the  Coafcderate  SUka, 
aerees  to  deliver  the  aame,  as  above,  to  Me&snt.  Pajne,  HnntiiigtoD  A.  Co.,  npon  On 
fotlomiDK  DOQilitions : 

First.  To  be  delivered  to  them  within  thirty  days,  free  of  all  chari^*,  on  pluiu- 
tioiiH  lu  this  State  of  MtiuisBippi ;  the  planters  to  store  the  same  nntil  called  for,  and 
then  to  deliver  it  at  bis  iisaal  shippiDg  periods,  iu  good  order  and  &t>e  of  cbuge. 

Second.  To  be  protected  and  gaarant«ed  by  the  Govemment  against  dama^M  and 
deBtnictinn  by  Coafedernte  officers  and  citizens. 

Third.  Tlie  usual  castoot  to  be  followed  iu  reference  to  sampling,  loading,  and 
weigliing ;  but  if  Messrs.  Payne,  IlaatinKton  A.  Co.  are  not  satisBed  with  aasie,  tbcy 
have  the  privilf  gp  of  calling  in  their  brokers,  and  if  the  two  do  not  agree,  the  latur 
to  have  the  privilege  of  calliog  in  a  third,  and  their  joint  deoislou  shall  be  final. 
Entire  f[0<xl  cropa  staall  be  received;  the  scale  of  prices  to  be  Bxed  on  the  »boTe  bwii 
of  6  cents  for  Orleans  middling. 

It  is  nnderstood  and  made  a  part  of  this  ngreement  that  the  cotton  which  will  bs 
aecoptfd  to  fiiltill  the  contract  shall  be  sampled,  weighed,  and  clawed  by  the  eottra 
brokers  already  elected  by  the  parties,  and  received  by  Mr.  De  Bow  and  deUvrtKd  to 
Heasra.  Puyne,  Huntington  A.  Co.  upon  hisclassitication,  according  to  tfae«cde«sliD 
a^rreed  upon  and  In  posnessiou  of  the  contracting  partiea. 
'New  Oblrans,  April  18,  ie62. 

WM.  U.  DEHERON, 
JVesidrHf  pro  tempore  Railroad,  iVcv  OrbwH. 
PAYNE,  HUNTINGTON  *  CO., 
J.  D.  B.  DE  BOW, 
Agent  PrevMoaal  Loan,  Confederal*  Statet  ^Anurira. 


Mortimer  Belly,  oashier,  says:  I  was  cashier  of  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans,  and  han 
been  about  five  years.  This  transactloa  of  loauing  money  to  the  Confederate  Goi- 
emmout  was  about  the  13th  of  April.  Thn  first  I  linew  of  it,  the  paper  marked  C. 
and  B.  F.  B.  came  to  the  bank,  about  April  IS,  the  lUy  of  Its  date,  and  to  that  I  wrote 
an  answer,  which  is  in  the  minutes  of  the  bank,  by  order  of  the  board  of  dirceloil, 
when  there  was  a  contract  made  between  ifae  bank  and  J.  D.  B.  De  Bow ;  Uiis  is  tlw 
contract  marked  D.  and  B.  F.  D.  Next  I  was  instmcted  by  William  A.  Damemn,  tli<9 
president  of  the  bank,  of  the  honse  of  Payne,  Hnntington  A  Co.,  to  take  t4O5,00l)t(i 
the  French  oonsnlate,  and  took  a  receipt  tiibstAtitially  as  follows: 

Keceived  of  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans  $405,000  in  gold,  to  be  delivervd  to  E.  Oao- 
therin  A  Co.,  for  the  payment  of  an  invoice  of  cloth  ;  said  coin  to  be  delivend,  og 
the  production  of  certain  receipts,  by  a  special  agent  sent  by  Mqjor  Wlnnenxm, 


A.  Q.  M. 

lliis  is  the  substance  of  it,  as  nearly  oa  I  can  remember.    Tha  reoeipt  was  sigwd 

by  Frenoh  consul ;  I  can't  say  how  much  he  knew  abont  the  transaatian ;  be  tBoil 

have  known  about  it  from  the  receipt     Matters  went  on  (brtwu  months,  aud,GpalIy. 

the  French  consnl  felt  oneasy  about  it,  and  was  anvioaa  to  get  the  gold  away,  and 

'  the  receipts  were  exchanged — and  the  one  above  for  B  new  one. 

The  honse,  or  the  connsel,  asked  for  the  exchange.  Hr.  Menard  had  chaige  of  lb« 
transaction.  This  receipt,  marked  E,  and  B.  F.  B.,  waa  given  me  for  the  old  ou«  de- 
scribed above,  and  afterwards  another  receipt  was  given  also. 

That  Is  the  paper  marked  F.  and  B.  F.  B.,  which  was  receipted  in  Jaly  upon  tlw 
final  Mttlement.  No  entry  was  mode  on  the  booka,  npon  the  final  settlement,  wbm 
the  gold  left  the  French  consul. 

,  This  $405,000  was  borne  on  the  books  as  a  loan  to  Che  Confaderate  govemmrnt,  and 
so  appeara  now.  Mr.  Menard  was  the  principal  man  in  the  business.  I  took  theoalli 
of  allegiance  September  20.  I  can't  say  why  I  think  it  was  in  July  that  the  cbkwj 
woa  paid  over ;  J  liave  no  date  by  which  t  can  eay  whether  it  was  more  or  Ins  Ihu 
Bitty  days  ago.  De  Bow's  name  didn't  fisure  at  all  in  the  recAipta.  I  know  that  tlM 
Preoch  consnl  wanted  to  gnt  the  gold  iu  Die  name  of  Fraoohman. 

Hr.  Davie,  preaident  of  the  board,  said  be  saw  the  papora  E  and  P  in  Jslj. 
These  papera  were  delivered  iu  July,  when  the  tranaaotion  was  oompletod.  I  didpM 
know  that  the  intervening  recelptwss  destroyed.  I  anppoie  theexc&uige  wmaneedrd 
to  alter  the  responsibility  of  the  deposits.  The  origiuM  receipt  waa  iu  the  nameof 
the  hank.  The  money  wosheld  in  trost  for  the  bank.  The  money  woa  tTMufened  W 
Gantherln  A  Co.;  that  is,  the  receipts  were  chartied  to  their  name.  The  bank  bads 
contract  to  loan  so  much  money  or  cotton  to  the  Confederate  Oovernment. 
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Q.  Why  was  it  deposited  in  the  name  of  the  baak  T— A.  The  ide&  whh  to  move  tbe 
coiD.  Most  of  the  baoki  here  seiir  tboir  tuoce;  iolo  the  Coufrderale  States.  Th« 
idcn  of  tbe  directors  was  to  move  tbe  coin  ont  of  the  back  and  put  it  ivbcre  tbey 
thouBht  it  would  be  »af«.  There  was  nearlr  teOO.OlO  Bent,  as  I  uDdersliiod,  to  the 
nvnch  consulate. 

So  far  aa  this  $405,000  was  coDcemed,  I  could  not  coulto!  tt.  Hr.  Gaiitherin  or  hte 
partuers  oame  siivenl  times  abont  it.  Tbe  Fteocb  coDEul  held  tbv  mouey  for  Oan- 
rbeiin  &  Co.  wheu  certain  uouditiona  nete  fitlfiUrd. 

Q.  Did  the  consul  oMict  to  rehiming  the  moneyl— A.  To  my  knowledge  I  can't 
ray  that  any  }ioeitive  demand  was  made  to  bini.  I  don't  know  that  be  objected ; 
never  heard  it  said  that  be  did  iuour  bank. 

Q,  Yon  say  that  you  were  controlled,  overruled  iu  this  matter.  How,  who  controlled 
joof— A.  Thfi  direciors.  My  owii  sense  of  justice  to  the  stockholders  waa  to  have 
tbe  mouoy  returned,  or  rather  never  to  let  it  go.  I  am  of  rather  a  yielding  temper, 
aod  I  yielded  to  the  transaction  an  I  found  it,  and  let  it  go.  Nobody  controlled  me 
positively.  1u  tbe  uompletiuD  of  the  traiiaoctioQ  I  was  there,  niid  acted  with  the 
ml.    I  was  forced  by  tbe  transactions  by  which  I  was  surronuded. 

Tbe  $400,000  was  returned  ;  $80,000  was  sold  to  relieve  the  ncceHsities  of  the  bank. 

Tbat  1  opposed.  I  don't  know  who  it  was  sold  to.  It  was  eotd  atm  or  'in  per.  cent, 
preaiam.    bar  circulation  has  been  reduced  by  tbat  Bmount. 

This  |4  05, 00(1  transaction  was  closed  up  in  July.  lam  sure  it  was  in  Jul;,  from 
the  length  of  time  that  has  passed.  Mr.  Menard  'was  one  of  the  directors,  and  he  went 
with  the  papers,  and  knowing  these  gentletnen,  und  knowing  Mr.  Du  Parse ur,  Menard 
was  really  acting  president  of  the  bank  at  the  time ;  there  was  no  vote  of  the  direct- 
ors of  tbe  bank  on  the  subject.  Mr.  Harroll,  Hr.  Menard,  Mr.  Moulton  were  present, 
and  I  helisTe  no  other  director  when  tbe  transaction  was  completed. 

WM.  L.  O.  GREENE,  A.  D.  C. 


I  was  director  in  tbe  bank  of  New  Orleans  in  April  last.  I  am  the  only  director 
DDv  here  tbat  was  present  when  the  loan  of  $400,000  was  made  to  the  Confederate 
^vemment.  I  don't  know  where  the  money  was  deposited,  ot  what  was  done  with 
It.  Beeelpt  was  to  be  given  tbe  bank  upon  certain  goods  being  landed  at  Hatonioroa. 
The  matter  was  never  brought  up  in  our  board  after  yun  came  here.  I  am  sni«  of 
that.  Tbe  cash  capital  of  the  bank  was  sold  for  sterling.  There  was  between 
$300,000  and  $400,000  which  was  pnt  nnder  the  protection  of  a  foreign  flan-  1  never 
ioqaired  or  asked  where  the  $400,000  went.  That  which  was  sold  for  sterling  was 
imder  the  oontrol  of  tbe  French  consul.  That  came  bock  when  yoar  order  was  istiued. 
I  never  knew  that  the  $400,000  was  there.  Tbat  matter  was  a  contract  completed. 
The  receipts  were  ^iveo  when  tbe  goods  were  delivered.  That  was  since  yon  came 
here,  1  have  no  donbt.  When  the  receipts  were  given  op,  I  assented  to  the  money 
being  paid,  of  eonrse. 

Bj^ibU  P. 


Ucniorandiiin  of  a  stutewent  made  by  Uortimer  Belly,  cashier  of  the  bonk  of  Hew 

Orleans  this  day,  before  Major  General  Bntler,  in  explanation  of  his  statement 

made  yesterday. 

The  first  receipt  was  in  substance  as  described  by  me  yesterday.  Tbe  French  con- 
lol  wishing  to  get  the  gold  in  the  name  of  a  French  ciliien,  that  receipt  was  given 
np  and  a  new  one  made,  running  directly  to  Gantherrii  &,  Co. 

At  the  time  tbe  bank  gave  np  its  claim  on  the  gold,  and  the  settlement  nas  made, 
the  second  receipt  was  given  up  and  a  new  receipt  upon  tbe  invoice  was  ^iven,  dated 
back  to  April  16;  at  the  same  time  the  original  invoice,  signed  by  Csptai[i  Sharkry, 
the  agent  of  the  Confederate  Statex,  showing  tbe  delivery  of  I  he  goods  on  the  22d  of 
June,  was  prodnoed.  and  a  copy  of  it  is  annexed  to  this  statement. 

M.  BELLV. 


ippeared 
ritten. 


Nbw  Orleans,  La.,  ycvtmier  14,  1862. 
y,  and  made  oath  to  tbe  i 

WM.  L.  O.  GHEENE, 


•/^nscftgic 
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doing  10  two  yeuB.  Since  then  they  hftd  been  Bbipplng  cotton  to  Euro^,  for  Joint 
Mcoant  with  other  persons.  They  were  sIsoengBSfd  id  the  tobacco  business  at  the 
•tmetime.  They  had  no  other  regular  bnaiDess.  Their  correspondeats  at  tfavre  were 
J.  K.  Lenore  &,  Co.,  Leiiore  Brothers — lint  I  beliere  J.  K.  Leuore  is  alooe  in  that  flrm. 
I  know  sometliiag  of  the  house  being  engaged  in  trade  in  military  clothing.  It 
Has  an  oatside  transaction,  in  which  the  three  partners  and  two  other  persons  were 
ogsged.  Nothing  of  it  appears  on  the  books.  Colonel  Le  Mat  I  have  not  seen  for 
same  time,  and  don't  know  whether  he  is  her^  or  in  Europe.  The  other  man  con- 
Cf  rned  is  Jalea  Des  Martines ;  I  don't  believe  that  Mi.  Pretat  had  any  contract  with 
lb u  Confederate  Government.  He  was  in  Kichmoud  and  acted  as  a  friend  of  Gan- 
Ihtrin  and  the  parlners;  I  was  sent  to  Richmond  about  four  or  five  days  before  the 
Federals  came  to  Neir  Orleans.     I  got  back  there  May  37.    Gantherin  &.  Co.  and  the 

Cners  nndertook  to  sell  cloth  to  the  Confederate  Government  for  a  certain  price. 
re  was  somethine  like  500  or  600  bales.  There  were  two  lots ;  one  amounted  to 
(405^000,  and  the  other  lot  has  never  been  delivered ;  ilisorwasin  Havana.  It  was 
consigned  to  Parran  y  Dupierrio,  I  believe.  The  first  lot  wav  delivered  a  little  before 
1  started  for  KicbDiond.  Hr.  Gantherin  was  at  Havana  with  the  vessel  about  two 
or  three  weeks  before  April  23,  and  then  went  bock  to  Havana  with  the  cloth.  Af- 
terwards he  went  to  Matamoros  again,  and  the  cloth  was  shipped  iu  small  vessels. 
I  know  the  cloth  was  shipped,  because  1  got  a  receipt  from  some  Confederate  officers 
for  it.  1  don't  know  where  the  receipt  la;  Hi.  Lenore  nsed  to  keep  all  these  things 
to  himself,  sometimes  in  the  private  safe,  sometimes  in  a  box.  The  box  was  kept  at 
the  I'Tcnch  conanlate.  He  used  to  oend  for  that  four  or  five  times  a  week.  They  got 
the  money  two  months  and  six  weeks  ago.  They  got  it  of  the  French  consnl.  It 
was  deposited  there  by  a  commnni cation  of  the  Confederate  Government.  I  believe 
the  money  was  got  by  some  agreement  with  one  of  the  banks  of  New  Orleans.  It 
was  in  gold.  The  money  was  loaned  by  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans  to  the  commission, 
ind  was  deposited  in  the  hands  of  the  French  consul  about  fifteen  days  betore  the 
Federal  fleet  arrived  here.  I  did  not  meet  Conut  Meyan  in  Bichmond ;  I  do  not  know 
of  any  money  being  paid  the  count,  none  to  himseir.  There  woe  some  (400  or  $500 
psid  for  kee^ng  the  box.  I  know  that  there  was  money  paid  to  Kossuth,  a  clerk  of 
Ibe  French  consnl,  for  keeping  the  money.  There  is,  iu  the  account  von  see,  some' 
thisK  charged  for  a  preseut  to  Uodanie  Heyan  ;  it  was  really  only  tbirteiin  dollars. 
That  charge  of  one  hundred  and  flity-three  dollars  charged  for  it  is  a  forced  account  to 
show  to  somebody.  There  was  no  intention  to  bribe  the  ooant.  Alfred  Lenore  said  be 
dida't  know  why  he  should  not  charge  it  to  the  firm  instead  oT  paying  it  htinaelf.  I 
aw  the  Count  Meyan  since  12  o'clock  yesterday ;  I  hsd  no  conveiaation  with  him  on  the 
subject;  it  ia  chai;ged  $153.  There  is  a  book  where  the  rent  acconnt  ia  entered.  I  made 
these  acconnts,  two  acconntfl,  marked  A — B.  F.  B.  and  B — B.F.  B.  This  false  entry  was 
mude  to  show  Baion  Selliere,  whose  agent  they  were.  The  last  time  we  settled  tbo  whole 
sSair  we  made  an  entry  on  the  books.  We  made  only  a  whole  entry  at  last,  not  as  the 
■Salr  goes  on.  'These  two  acconnts,  marked  A  and  B,  were  made  out  by  Alfred  Lenore, 
and  copied  by  the  yonug  man  aadei  the  direction  of  A.  Ignore  and  myself,  and  copies 
it«n)givento  tbo  otherpartners.  Robert,  the  lawyer,  has  an  office  in  Commercial  Place; 
be  is  now  in  Havana. 

The  Count  Meyan  most  have  known  abont  the  transaction.  I  have  never  beard  him 
talk  abont  it,  but  he  must  have  known  something  about  it.  He  knew  from  whence  be 
neeived  the  money.  It  was  deposited  in  the  name  of  De  Bow;  at  any  rate  it  wae  Mr. 
Oe  Bow  that  paid  Ibr  this;  but  I  don't  know  much  abont  this  busineae;  they  kept  it  to 
UiemselveB,  and  I  only  know  what  they  conid  not  help  letting  me  know. 

Q.  What  did  yon  say  to  the  French  consul  yeetei^ay  ? — A.  I  had  someUiing  ta  do 
sbont  my  pliers — my  eertlfloHte — as  I  knew  Mr.  Lenore  h^  been  taken  away.  I  asked 
if  1  wonld  he  well  protected  by  my  papers;  he  told  me  that  I  was  all  right;  that  I  was 
s  French  snhject. 

IJ.  Was  not  something  saidabont  this  tiansactioD- between  you  and  somebody  iuHie 
cDDsnlate  yesterday  ? — A.  No,  sir;  yesterday  I  saw  Koesnth;  hetoldmeabont  this,  that 
Ut,  hencm  had  been  token  np. 

tj.  Was  not  something  said  about  Mr.  Meyan  and  the  present? — A.  No,  sir;  I  add  to 
Kossnth,  "It  is  pat  down  in  the  acconnt  that  yon  have  received  $400  or$500;"  that  was 
■U  that  was  said. 

Q.  Did  yon  say  anything  to  Meyan  abont  it? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  yon  meet  Koesutb  T — A.  In  the  morning,  at  his  house.  I  said  to  Um, 
"  Mr.  KoMuth,  yon  must  remember  that  the  ocooont  has  been  made,  and  that  yon  4k 
pat  down  for  five  hundred  and  some  dollois."  He  said  it  was  all  right.  Fonrbuudred 
uhI  five  tbonsand  dollars  was  paid  into  the  French  consulate  for  the  lot  Nothing  was 
faid  in  for  the  second  lot,  as  it  never  was  delivered.  I  have  been  in  this  cotintry  ainoe 
Much,  1849.  I  come  to  New  Orleans  in  March,  185L  We  borrowed  some  money,  $60, 
of  the  French  eoncru]  in  Richnumd. 

WM.  L.  G.  GREENE,  A.  O- .Q-^^.ah' 
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HEADqCABTEBa  DBP&BTUENT  Or  THK  OULT, 

Nob  OrUaat,  Nantmber  13,  136-> 
Hemorandam  of  a  conTeFsation  thia  day  between  the  comniAiiding  general  and  Alfird 
and  Jalaa  La  Uore,  of  the  firm  of  Ed.  GantheriD  &  Co.,  of  New  Orleans. 
Alvbkd  Le  Hobe  being  emiained  ap:irt,  the  following  conversation  took  pl*M: 

B7  General  Butleb: 
q.  YonareoftheflrraofGaatherin  &Co.?— A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  a.  Lb  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  are  your  eorreapondents? — A.  And  btotbm,  liaa. 
Q,  Atsome  time  were  70010 treatjpnrch^ing  a  large  qnantitjof  goads  at Yerriefs?— 
A.  I  wish  to  ask  oaeqneaUon;  do  we  appear  here  as  accused? 

Q.   You  are,  throngb  the  SecratAry  of  State  of  the  United  States,  of  hiving  btcn  »- 
gBf(Od  in  this  traffic  with  the  confederates.^-A.  Then  I  hnve  nothing  to  answer. 
Q.  You  tuaj  answer  or  no  to  prison. 
Afterward  the  lollowiug  c|nestion  was  put; 

Q.  The  qneatlon  I  pat  to  you  is  this:  have  yon  been  engaged  in  purchasing  cloths  01 
clothing  at  Verviera.  through  joor  agente,  for  the  supply  of  the  rebel  army  ?  Now  jou 
may  answer  or  not,  jost  as  you  please? — A.   I  have  not,  myaelf. 

Q.  Have  yon  been  engaged  in  any  way,  directly,  in  any  form,  in  baling  any  clathing 
in  Verviers  for  which  drat^  are  nowdueandoat? — A.  J  don'twant  to  answer  that  qua- 

The  party  protested  tiiat  he  did  not  hold  himself  bound  tn  answer  to  the  extent  ot 
criminating  himself. 
Sent  to  Fort  Pickens  until  thrtber  orders. 

Jdi.es  Le  Mobb  called. 
,    Q,  You  are  of  the  firm  of  Ed.  Oaatherin  A  Co.,  doing  bnainess  in  New  Orleans?— .1. 
Yea.  air. 

Q.  G.  L.  Le  More  are  yonr  correspondents  at  Havre  ¥ — A.  

Q.  Has  your  house  been  directly  or  iadirectly  engaged  in  buying  goods  at  Yerrien. 
in  Belgium?  Have  you  been  conoemed,  or  yonr  honae,  in buyinggoods there? — A.  N<i. 
sir. 

Q.  Has  your  house  been  so  engaged? — A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it,  M  I  bivt 
not  been  here  for  fifteen  months.  1  came  here  in  the  Cardenas,  two  months  sLnc«.  1 
had  been  in  Havana  twelve  months. 

Q.  Has  any  clothitig  been  shipped  to  yon  fVom  Etirope? — A.  I  don't  know  uylbinc 

Q.  Have  any  goods  beeu  shipped  by  you  from  New  York  to  Havana? — A.  1  anan 
answer  that  question. 

Ordered  to  be  confined  in  Fort  Jackson. 

WM.  L.  G.  OREEKE. 

LiatL  and  A.  D.  C. 
ExhWil. 

Ueadqvabtbbs  Department  of  the  Gulf. 

A'eie  OHeam,  Norember  13,  IDfi 
Mt^or-Geneial  Butler'a  compliments  to  Count  Meyan,  and  he  is  informed  byawitnr« 
under  eiamiaatiou  that  Mr.  Alfred  Lemora's  box  of  papers,  which  iraplicsteabimiDfria^ 
npon  the  Government,  is  in  your  poesesaion.     You  will  be  kind  enough  to  forward  it  K 
the  bearer,  M^or  Clemence. 
Bespectftally, 

B.  F.  BUTLER 
M<yor-Qmeral,  (hmmaiulitf. 
EiMM. 

New  Obleans,  Sovetaber  13,  ^9Si. 
Count  Meyan,  consul  of  France,  presents  his  compliments  to  General  Butler,  ind  du'I 
declare  to  him  that  he  has  no  box  with  papers  belonging  tA  Mr.  Alfred  Lemort  in  b? 
poasesaion.  The  consnl  of  France  in  the  same  time  takes  the  liberty  to  observe  to  G«ii- 
eial  Butler  that  in  the  case  he  should  have  such  papers  in  his  poaaeaaion  it  would  be  ip- 
posaible  for  him  to  give  them  up  without  the  formal  consent  and  presence  of  thepaitio 
interested. 

With  reapect. 
The  oonsnl  cuT  France — 

COUNT  MEYAS. 


^dbyGoo'^lc 
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Exhibit. 

Hbadquartiebs  Defartuknt  of  the  Gulf, 
Ifeia  Orleant,  f^ovetnber  13,  IS 
OnDDt  Ukyak: 

Sib:  Al&ed  Leniora  states  tbat  his  box  is  Id  yont  p 
not,  give  it  up?     Will  yon  state  to  me  that  it  w 
momiEg? 
By  commoDd  of  Mi^or-General  Batter. 

H.  C.  CLAEK, 
Liail.  and  A.  D.  C.     . 
Exhmt. 

[TnnalMlon.] 

COKSULATB  OF  FRANCE, 
Nea  Ortearu,  November  13,  1663. 
Sib:  I  received  tliis  evening  yonr  letter,  through  which  your  aide-de-camp,  Lieut.  H. 
C.  Gark,  demands,  by  yonr  order,  if  I  will,  "yea  or  no,"  give  up  a  cartaio  box  belong- 
ing t«  Mr.  Alfred  Lemoro.     I  bad  already  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  the'  said  box 
was  not  in  my  possession,  and  1  have  nothing  to  add  to  this  declaration. 
With  respect, 

COUNT  MEYAN. 


ExkibU. 

Hbadquartebs  Depabtheht  of  thb  Oulf, 

Nfw  Orlea-M,  Ntwmber  14,  18B2. 
Sib;  Miuor-Oeneral  Bntler  desires  to  know  if  you  will  return  a  direct  answer  to  his 
qnestion.  Whether  the  box  of  papers  belonging  to  the  criminal,  Lemore,  has  been  in 
four  poesenioa  since  the  arrest  of  the  criminal,  or  not? 
K*spectfally, 


CoCKT  Me^-AN,  Contul  of  France. 


Consulate  of  Pbanck, 
yew  Orleane,  November  14,  1662. 


StB:  The  box  which  you  have  demanded  of  me  as  belonging  to  Mr.  Alfred  Lemore  Li 
no  longer  in  niy  posstHsioo,  as  I  have  had  the  honor  to  state  to  yon.  It  was  taken  from 
the  consnlate  the  l*2th,  in  the  morning.  I  have  not  been  informed  of  the  hour  of  the 
amst  of  these  gentlemen,  and  cannot,  therefore,  know  whether  it  was  withdrawn  prior 
to  or  after  the  arrest. 
With  respect, 

COUNT  MEYAN. 


Hkadquabtebs  Dbfabthbht  of  thr  Gui.f, 

JVoo  Orleans,  Novanber  16,  1869. 

Admikal:  You  were  qnite  correct  in  your  nnderatandingof  the  couversation  upon  the 
Hubject  of  the  dipoaition  made  of  Alfred  and  Jules  Lemore,  with  which  you  did  me  the 
honor  to  favorme,  I  have  at  present  detained  them  for  trial,  which  I  propose  shall  take 
place  immediately  alter  the  affair  upon  the  Conlon  plantation  can  be  investigated,  which 
joa  desired  abonld  have  preference,  aa  soon  as  the  case  now  before  the  military  commia- 
lioa  is  Qnished.  In  the  mean  time  I  have  ordered  Jules  Lemore  to  Fort  Jackson  tor 
BBfe-keeping,  till  further  orders,  and  ss  1  do  not  think  the  United  States  ia  bonnd  to  feed 
Ud  clothe  anybody  without  an  equivalenl  I  have  directed  him  to  be  put  at  work. 

The  case  of  AIfi:ed  Le  More  stands  differently,  in  Uiis,  that  he  treated  my  authority 
^th  contempt,  refused  to  answer  all  proper  questions  put  to  him  in  regard  to  the  mat- 
ter of  the  bank,  and  contumaciously,  contemptuously,  and  utterly  reioaed  to  produce 
certain  papers  which  were  within  his  control,  necessary  to  my  investigation  of  the  affairs 
of  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans. 

For  this  contempt  of  all  authority  on  the  part  of  a  confessed  criminal  I  directed  that 
Doti]  Le  More  wontd  produce  the  papers  be  should  be  oonfined  closely,  and,  as  we  on 


oogic 
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quite  unprepared  at  Fort  nckensfor  meaasof  oertiun  MmBBament,  I  added  QifltMllwd 

Tbis  portjon  of  his  ooofinement  Le  More  can  at  aoy  time  alleTiate  by  prododng  ttw 
papere  as  reqaired.  He  intimated  in  tbeprcMaceof  thedirectoiaof  the  buik  that  thn* 
papeiB  were  on  board  of  your  ship,  the  Catinet,  an  idea  tbat  I  at  once  repelled  laitwiB 
not  pomible  that  a  Fteatib  Bhip  ot  war  conld  be  the  willing  custodian  of  the  erideoce  of 
gnilt  of  any  person. 

Theformof  the  order  ofconflDenient  of  the  Le  Mores,  till  "ftirthetontets,"  willAo* 
ron  that  the  impriaonmeat  is  merelj  provisional.  I  cannot  look  apoD  the  crime  of  Ac 
Le  Mores  in  the  Hgbt  yon  seem  to  do. 

While  livinfc  in  this  atj  in  Jane  last,  nnder  the  protectioa  of  the  United  States,  thtj 
were  engaged  in  delivering  clothing  to  the  rebel  army  to  the  amonnt  of  ntora  than  two 
'  millions  of  francs. 

Whatever  nm;  be  said  of  the  transaction  of  those  of  war  to  the  Tel>els  there  eao  be  do 
donbt  of  the  beinonsnees  of  the  crime  of  those  Ebreignera,  who  living  here,  aid  the  rebrll- 
ioa.  The  native  rebel  has  the  palliation  that  his  association,  his  training,  edoeitkD. 
his  sympathies,  and  perhaps,  almost  necceaities,  bare  led  him  into  acts  of  traason.  Kot 
so  with  the  alien  of  rebellion.  He  has  been  warned  of  the  heinonsneea  of  his  ofltaae 
against  sovereign  proclamations.  He  has  no  ties  or  associations;  he  has  no  Slata'  li^t 
doctrines,  imbibed  from  childhood  teachings,  to  mislead  him;  he  has  no  connby  ben  to 
save,  or  Union.  He  is  merely  the  voluntary  gaest  of  a  nation  which  protects  him,  and 
gnuits  him  more  commercial  advantages  than  be  believes  bis  own  coontiyaflbidshin; 
and  this  nation  he  aids  to  destroy.  His  acta,  if  done  by  a  citizen,  are  treMson.  Bis  hu 
all  the  moral  gnilt  of  treason;  he  breaks  the  laws  of  hospitality  of  the  oonnby  wtnae 
aalfjectbe  is,  and  the  laws  of  the  country  whoxe  protection  and  home  ho  eqjays.  Ba 
only  ezense  is  greed  of  gain-~to  love  of  the  "  thirty  pieces  of  silver  "  which  Jadssgot 
for  betraying  his  master,  from  the  same  motives. 

Yon  may  be  sure,  admiral,  that  the  imprisonment  of  the  Le  Mores  is  not  dednttepon- 
ishment,  for  if  the  military  tribunal,  before  whom  these  men  shall  be  brongbt,  take  tbc 
same  view  of  the  heinouBneas  of  their  dime  that  I  do,  and  if  the  proof  is  nndoabted, 
their  punishment  is  likely  to  be  mnch  more  suited  to  the  depth  of  Itieir  guilt 

While,  however,  I  claim,  and  in  a  propercase  should  exerciee,  the  right  and  poweita 
try,  judge,  and,  if  gnilty,  to  sentence  these  men  myself,  as  the  highest  anthoritj  here,  1 
repeat  that,  st  the  poeaible  Dioment,  these  men  shall  be  tried,  by  an  impartial  com- 
mission of  offlcera  of  rank,  appointed  before  they  were  arrested. 

Meantime  I  claim  the  right  to  protect  myself  and  my  Government  from  the  oontn- 
macions  acta  of  those  who  are  engaged  in  an  attempt  to  overthrow  it,  whetha-  alicfi  nr 
native  bom. 

I  have  the  honor  to  aasnre  joa,  admiral,  of  my  most  sincere  respect  and  penooal 

BENJ.  F.  BDTLER, 
Mofor-Genemt,  Cbnawsdnlf. 
Filed  Sept  18,  1665. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cfcdt- 

DepositJonorJOHN  Ray,  in  behalf  of  the  Dnited  States,  taken  before  George  P.  Bovoi, 

United  States  oonunissioner,  at  bis  office  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  Illinois,  on  the 

19th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1865. 

Intl.  Wbatisyonr name,age,resideace,andaccnpation? — K.  Mynameis Jobnfia;; 
I  am  forty-nine  yeais  of  age  next  October;  I  reside  in  parish  of  Ouachita,  town  of  Kos- 
loe,  and  Stale  of  Loaieiana;  I  am,  and  have  been  for  about  SS  years,  a  dnly  licensed  lad 
practicing  attorney  and  counsellor  at  law,  practicing  at  the  town  of  Monroe  and  s4iacM> 
vicinity,  and  resident  gf  said  town  of  Monroe  over  twenty-nine  yearn. 

Int  2.  State  the  character  of  yonr  personal  intercouiBe  with  Dr.  John  T.  SimBuai, 
and  yonr  profeasional  relations  to  his  business  as  the  owner  in  port  of  and  manager  of  ■ 
ootton  plantBtion  on  the  OnachitA  River,  daring  the  five  years  preceding  June,  A.  D. 
1864. — A.  I  have  been  well  and  intimately  aoquainted  with  Dr.  John  T.  ^mnwoi  Mi 
fifteen  years,  and  have  been,  as  I  believe,  his  attorney  in  all  his  litigation  dnringalltlMl 
penod,  and  in  r^ard  to  the  plantation  of  Tatnm  &  Simmons  referred  to  in  the  intemg- 
atoTj,  and  have  been,  fh>m  the  purchase  of  that  planlation  to  the  present  time.  1  han 
been  einpl<»red  by  Simmons  whenever  l^al  counsel  was  necessary,  and  have  been  toeM- 
■alted  by  lum  in  reference  to  all  such  matters,  and  conducted  all  bis  litigations i  andlkis 
■ylafciim  baa  existed  closely  during  all  the  five  yean  mentioned  in  the  intarngalory.  I 
am  •  ratained  attorney  in  all  his  litigation  and  legal  bnsinen.  We  on  near  ocigMwi^ 
and  I  have  been  etmstantly  in  the  habit  of  seeing  him  very  fivqnently.  His  plsntatiw 
ties  between  my  residence  and  my  own  plantation,  ao  I  frequently  pOH  it. 

Int  3.  State  whether,  in  oottseqnenoe  of  this  relation  to  Simmons  and  his  bnslncn  a> 
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kplAntoT,  jon  were  fbrnilisr,  dnrii^  the  tJnie  qwken  of  in  your  laat  answer,  with  bin  tniM- 
aetioBn  for  the  sapplj  of  the  DecesearieB  for  the  working  of  his  plantation  and  the  du- 
po^  of  its  prodncts? — A.  I  think  I  was,  and  wu  bcdog  bkbitnally  cpnsnlted  by  him 
■boat  these  matteiB. 

Int.  4.  Did  ;an  at  any  time  prior  to  the  year  1664  hear  the  eaid  Simmona  say  Miy- 
Uiing  or  give  in  any  manner  any  information  toncbing  any  sale  of  a  certain  qnantity  of 
cDtton,  BOO  balee  and  upwards,  or  any  ootton  whaterer,  in  the  conme  of  the  year  1883, 
or  «t  any  other  time  previona  to  1864,  to  one  P.  Garcia,  or  anyother  penon  acting  as  tlie 
■gent  of  said  Garda,  or  in  bta  behalf? — A.  I  did  not. 

Int.  S.  When,  as  nearly  as  yon  can  remember,  did  yon,  if  at  any  time,  fiist  hear  tlw 
said  HimmonB  mention,  or  make  in  any  way  allnmon  to,  the  name  of  mid  Gaivia? — A.  I 
do  Dot  recollect  to  have  ever  heard  him  use  Garcia's  name  or  raafce  any  allnaion  to  any 
n  with  said  Qarcia. 


Int.  6.  If  at  any  time  yon  puticipated  aa  attomeiy  and  advlring  cnnnBel  in  any  con- 
bact,  prooeeB,  or  partition,  or  other  transaction  involving  the  titJe  to  sonieeight  hnn-  . 
dred  or  more  bales  of  cotton,  then  stored  on  the  plantation  of  said  Simmons,  then  please 
state  the  general  natnre  of  such  transaction,  when  it  occnrred,  and  what  particip«tiOB 
yon  bod  in  it.— A.  On  the  25tb  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1H62, 1,  as  attorney  for  John  T. 
Bimmoos  and  J.  T.  Sndeling,  attorney  for  the  heirs  of  Tatnm.  met  on  the  plaotatioD  be- 
longing to  the  said  Simmons  and  the  said  heira  of  said  Tatnm,  for  the  parpose  of  agroe- 
inf;  npoi  terms  of  partition  between  the  said  parties,  owners  of  said  plantation  and  other 
property.  The  property  to  be  partitioned  was  land,  nc^Toee,  abont  1,100  bales  of  cot- 
ton, and  some  other  personal  property.  The  parties  then  agreed  that  instead  of  a  parti- 
tion, that  Simmons  shonld  take  the  entire  property,  land,  negroes,  cotton,  and  other  per- 
sonal property,  by  the  paying  the  heirs  of  Tatnm  $50,000,  and  assuming  the  payment  of 
all  the  debts  of  the  late  firm  of  Tatnm  &  Simmons,  which  amonnted  to  abont  $200,000, 
wbich  debt  wae  principally  dne  to  Benjamin  Ballard,  from  whom  swd  Tatnm  &  Em- 
mons pnrcbased  said  pUmtation,  and  the  balance  for  snpplies  famished,  and  for  carrying 
on  said  plantation.  The  $50,000  was  to  be  paid  in  Confederate  bonds  or  Confederata 
treasury  notes,  both  then  having  considerable  money  value.  It  was  agreed  between  the 
parties  that  this  $50,000  shotild  be  raised  by  a  sale  of  so  mntJi  of  the  cotton  stored  cm 
the  plantation,  as  was  necessary  to  raise  the  amonnt,  to  the  cotton-pnrchasing  agent  Ibr 
the  Coitfederate  States.  One  C.  G.  Yonng  was  xub-asent  tinder  the  general  ^ent  of 
stdd  ^vernment.  Andrew  McKee;  and  between  900  and  1.000  bales  of  the  cotton  then 
on  said  plantation  was  sold  to  said  Yonng  as  snch  agent,  who  paid  over  for  the  same  the 
snm  of  $60,000  in  Confedentte  treasnrj  notes  or  bonds,  and  a  memorandnm  in  writing  of 
Buch  sale  was  made. 

Dne  legal  proceedings  were  then  taken  by  the  attomeyti  for  both  of  the  said  parties  to 
diveat  tbe  interest  of  said  Tatnm  heiis  in  and  to  all  of  said  property  mentioned,  and  to 
vest  tbe  title  of  all  tbe  same  in  Dr.  John  T.  Simmons,  and  a  deed  was  altimately  made 
to  Simmons,  investing  him  with  the  complete  title  to  all  of  said  property,  real  and  pei^ 
Bonal,  and  the  $50,000  in  Confederate  treaaary  notes  or  bonds  was  by  me,  for  said  Sim- 
mons, paid  over  to  tbe  attorney  for  said  Tatnm  heirs.  This,  I  think,  was  not  Ailly  per- 
fected and  completed  nntil  abont  the  month  of  May  or  June,  1863,  when  it  was  fnllj 
eonsnmmated,  this  delay  being  necessary  to  complete  the  legal  proceedings  snbaeqnent 
to  tbo  Bi^e.  Tbe  sale  and  delivery  of  the  cotton  was  completed  in  December,  1862,  or 
in  Jannaiy,  1863. 

Int  7.  Did  or  not  this  sale  and  delivery  of  the  said  cotton  to  the  Confederato  agent, 
and  the  snbeeqnent  legal  proceedings  referred  to,  all  proceed  upon  tbe  open  assomption 
and  express  nnderstanding  on  the  part  of  Simmons  and  tbe  other  parties  thereto  that 
the  said  cotton  was  at  that  time  an  unsold  and  nnincnmhered  portion  of  the  said  eetato 
of  Simmons  and  the  Tattim  heirs? 

(Objected  to  by  Wm.  M.  Springer,  esq.,  proctor  for  G.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.) 

A.  They  did  proceed  npon  the  open  Bssumption  and  ezpren  andenrtanding  on  the  part 
of  Simmons  and  the  other  partiin  thereto  tliat  the  title  of  said  cotton  was  in  said  Sim- 
mons and  said  Tatnm  heirs,  and  I  heard  of  no  claimant  for  any  cotton,  except  of  one 
hmtdred  b^easold  Waraeken,  Eirchoff  &  Co.,  of  New  Orleans,  and  that  was  no  part  of 
ihia  cotton  mmlioned  as  sold  to  said  Confederato  States  agent,  there  being  then  on  said 
plantation  abont  1,100  hales  of  cotton. 

Int.  B.  Stato  what  yon  may  know  of  Leon  Qneyroiue.  and  especially  if  yon  know  any- 
thing of  him  as  the  agent  of  Garcia,  afbreeaid. — A.  I  have  known  Mr.  Qneyronse  for 
some  10  yean  past  Hewas  a  grocer  and  wine  merchant  in  New  Orleans,  and  before  the 
war  I  vaa  tn  tbehablt  ofpnrehasliiggMNlsof  him.  Since  the  war,  and  m  the  spring  of 
1864,  he  spent  some  time  in  tbe  town  of  Monroe.  I  think  he  and  Mr.  Jnles  Le  M(r« 
were  tiiere  at  the  same  tame,  bnt  I  am  not  positive.  I  neither  knew  or  heard  of  his  be- 
ing agent  of  or  for  F '-  »!.-»— -"..1 ^ !■.!_.._     n _ 1. ••.!_ 

trasinese  when  he  w 
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Int.  9.  Plewe  state  ths  opportnnity  jod  luid  to  know,  and  nil  jon  did  know  at  tht 
time,  of  any  sale  or  tranafer  of  the  cotton  in  qaeetioD,  in  the  winter  or  Hpring  of  1661, 
by  the  said  Simmons  or  Qneyronie,  or  with  tlie  aaaent  of  both  or  either,  or  bj  inj 
other  peraon,  of  tfiis  cotton  in  question,  to  Mr.  Jnles  Le  More,  Jbr  himself  ot  tor  otbct 
account. — A.  I  don't  know  of  any  sale  of  this  cotton  by  Simmons  or  Queyniiue  to  Mi. 
Jnles  he  More,  or  the  honse  of  l^e  More  &  Co. ;  all  I  know  about  it  ia  this:  When  the 
cotton  was  being  removed  froni  the  house  where  it  was  stored,  on  to  the  bonk  of  Um 
river  for  shipment,  I,  in  going  to  my  plantation,  passed  the  place  where  tht^  were  de- 
positin)!;  it  od  the  river  bank.  It  was  being  moved  by  teams  belonging  to  Dr.  SimmoM 
and  a  man  named  Weintzel.  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  was  there,  seeming  to  snperintoid  iht 
disposal  of  the  cotton.  In  converaatiou  with  Simmons  luod  Weitzel  that  day,  th^  told 
me  that  Jnles  Le  More  hired  them  to  draw  the  oottoo,  and  paid  tl  per  b^e  in  gneii- 
liacka  for  hauling  the  cotton.  I  beard  nothing  said  abont  any  sale  of  the  cotton.  This 
was  two  days  previous  to  the  Federal  fleet  coming  up  to  Monroe. 

Int.  lU.  Did  you  hear  of  any  mle  by  Simmuns  of  any  part  of  this  cotton  in  the  yt« 
of  1663,  previous  to  the  sale  referred  to  in  your  former  answer,  and  which  took  place 
December,  1862,  to  the  Confederate  agent,  and  in  which  you  particip>t«d?— A.  I  did 

Int.  11.  Please  to  stat«  what  dealing  or  tranaacUons,  if  any,  yon  know  tiie  nid  J.  T. 
Simmons  to  have  bad  with  the  rebel  authoritiee,  civil  or  military,  or  tiieir  agents,  dot- 
ing the  yeurs  1861,  1862,  1863,  and  up  to  Jnne,  1864.— A.  I  cannot  recollect  certainly 
whether  in  1861  be  had  any  bosineea  contract  with  the  Confederate  anthorities.  bat 
niter  that  time,  and  up  to  the  spring  of  1865,  he  was  a  contractor  with  the  ConfedeiaU 
authorities  for  the  pnrpoees  of  banting,  and  general  purposes  of  tnuisportatiou.  He  hid 
abont  a  dozen  teams  engaged.  He  was  also  distilling  whisky  under  a  like  cootract,  and 
has  been  bo  operating  tor  the  last  two  yeais.  I  acquired  this  intormation  about  tbe 
tnuisportatiou  from  seeing  Simmons's  teams  engaged,  and  what  Simmons  told  me.  Ai 
to  the  distillery,  I  have  seen  his  contract  with  the  Oonfeder»t«  government,  and  Sim- 
mons also  told  me,  and  although  I  v/m  never  in  tbe  still-bouse  it  has  h«im  pointed  oat 
to  me.  Mr.  Simmons  was  a  very  violent  secessionist;  always  haa  been  one  of  the  mesl 
noted  in  that  country. 

Cross-examination  by  Wm.  Spbihorb,  Esq.,  for  O.  A.  L.  Le  More  &  Co. : 

Q.  1.  Do  you  know  whether  A.  W.  McEee,  the  cotton  agent  of  the  Confederacy,  ever 
sold  or  transferred  this  cotton  to  Messrs.  Withenbury  &  Doyle,  or  whether  Simmuus  ever 
informed  you  of  any  such  sale? — ^A.  I  do  not  know  ;  and  &Ir.  Simmons  never  gave  me 
any  information  on  that  subject. 

Q.  2.  What  do  you  know  of  Mr.  Simmons's  financial  condition,  and  has  he,  or  out, 
handled  considerable  sums  of  money  dnring  the  rebellion  ? — A.  Doct.  Simmonshandla 
a  good  deal  of  money,  and  has  daring  the  rebellion.  He  rather  keeps  it  to  trade  «Hh, 
tl^  to  pay  bis  debts  with.    I  bave  seen  him  have  S15,000  or  120,000  at  a  time. 

FUed  Jnne  18,  1865. 

GEORGE  P.  BOWEN,  CIrrt. 

Deposition  of  Jnles  Le  More,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.,  taken  before  Hagb 
Madden,  notary  public  and  special  commissioner,  at  his  office  inthecityofNen'0^ 
leans.  La.,  on  tbe  3eUi  day  of  November  A.  D.  1864. 

Int.  1.  Stateyonrage.  residence,  and  occupation. — A,  My  name  is  Jnles  Le  More:  idt 
age  is  thirty-five  years;  my  residence  is  temporarily  in  New  Orleans;  my  oocapatioa,  t 
commission  merchant, 

InL  2.  Have  you  ever  purchased  any  cotton,  as  agent,  for  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More 
&Co.,  of  Havre,  France?  If  so,  slate  when,  where,  and  how  much. — A.  I  bave  pni- 
chaaed  a  certain  quantity  of  cotton  for  said  firm,  as  their  agent,  on  or  about  Febraai; 
last,  twenty-two  miles  below  Monroe,  on  the  Ouitchita  River,  on  Simmons's  plantatiuii- 
The  cotton  so  purchased  by  me  was  about  eight  hundred  and  thirty  bales. 

Int.  3.  From  whom  did  you  purchase  said  cotton,  and  how  much  did  yon  psy  fur  "• 
and  what  kind  of  flinds? — A.  I  bought  said  cotton  from  Mr.  J.  Oaida,  and  I  paid  itti 
the  rate  of  $160  per  bale  in  United  States  Treasury  notes,  as  per  copy  anneied  of  iti 
original  invoice,  marked  A. 

Int.  4.  Did  the  person  Ixom  wbomyoupurchased  deliver  theootton  to  yon?  and  if  so, 
state  the  circumstances  of  the  delivery. — A.  No;  said  cotton  was  deliveiced  to  me  byil* 
owner's  agent,  W.  L.  Queyrouse,  who  came  trota  Mexico  with  me  for  that  purpose,  tixi 
with  whom  couveisatiuu  had  takeu  place  on  tbe  sahject,  «nd  who  came  with  me  to  Sim- 
mons's place  to  conclude  the  bargain. 

Int.  5.  'What  means,  if  any,  did  yon  use  toasoertain  who  was  the  owner  of  Ibecot- 
"      ■     "         ■  -    .        -   'omiation  ohtfunod  by  me  on  that  snlge  '  '       '"'    ^"" 

t  Shreveport,  be^des  the  well-known 
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lot.  6.  How  WBfl  the  cotton  marked  that  you  boaght,  and  where  was  it  at  the  time  it 
waa  delWei«d  lo  yon? — A.  The  uottou  was  marked  as  follows:  170  bales  marked  tSini- 
moDB,  and  660  marked  Tatom  &  Simmons.  Seeing  a  number  of  bales  marked  C.  S.  A., 
I  asked  for  explanation  from  Mr.  Qiiejrouse,  who  answered  that  only  thebaleaof  thetirst 
rank  were  so  marked,  and  that  it  h»d  been  done  to  save  them  from  destrnction  by  con- 
ftderate  soldiers,  leaving  tbem  so  nndi'r  the  inipreasiou  that  it  was  the  property  of  the 
CoDfedemte  Government,  and  he  added  that  it  hod  been  often  done  on  several  planta- 
tioDS,  and  I  subsequently  ascertained  that  this  was  trne.  The  cotton,  when  delivereil  to 
me,  w^s  about  3}  miles  from  the  plantatiou,  in  a  place  called  old  plantation,  and  was 
ator«ct  in  the  old  negro  quarteis. 

Int.  7.  On  whose  plantation  was  said  cotton,  and  was  the  owner  of  said  plantation 
present  at  the  time  of  said  delivery,  and  did  he  consent  to  the  delivery  of  said  cotton,  or 
make  any  objection  to  the  Bame?^A.  On  Simnioua's  plantation,  aliout  22  miles  from 
Monroe.  Yes;  he  was  present  in  person;  he  made  no  objection  to  the  delivery  of  said 
cotton,  and,  on  the  contrary,  offered  his  services  for  anything  relative  thereto. 

Int.  8.  Was  the  cotton  weighed  and  examined  at  the  time  of  delivery  V — 'A.  Yes;  I 
had  examined  it,  and  I  caused  a  namber  of  bales  to  be  weigheil  to  have  an  average  of 
the  weights. 

IdL  9.  Did  yon  mark  the  cotton,  or  take  any  steps  to  have  it  done,  at  the  time  of  de- 
livery or  immediately  aflerward?  If  so,  bow  wm  it  marked? — A.  I  did  not  mark  the 
DOttOB  myself,  bnt  Mr.  Simmons,  the  planter,  offered  to  have  it  marked  tor  me,  and 
there  won  abont  one  hnndred  and  sixty  bales  marked  L.  H.  when  the  United  6tat«s 
gnnboats  came  and  took  possession  of  them. 

Int.  JO.  Did  yon  move  said  cotton,  or  have  it  moved,  (rom  the  place  where  it  was  de- 
livered to  you?  If  so,  who  did  it  for  you,  and  what,  if  anything,  did  yon  pay  lor  re- 
mo  ving  it? — \.  Yes;  aasoouBS  I  wasplaced  in  pOHsussionof  said  cotton  I  made  arrange- 
ments with  Messrs.  Pargoud  &  Went^ell  to  transport  the  830  bales  from  the  old  planta- 
tion to  Simmons's  landing,  on  the  river,  and  I  paid  the  gentleman  (1  per  bale  in  United 
Stat«s  Treasnry  notes,  as  appear!  by  docnment  annexed,  marked  B. 

Int.  11.  Where  was  tbe  cotton  placed  by  your  direction,  and  for  what  purpose  did  yoa 
have  it  placed  there? — A.  The  cotton  was  placed,  according  to  my  instructions,  on  Sim- 
mons's  landing,  on  the  river,  to  be  thence  forwarded  to  New  Orleans,  to  Mr.  Aristide  Mil- 
tenl>erger,  as  soon  as  tbe  formalities  prescribed  by  the  militury  authorities  should  becom- 

Cd  witli  by  him.  I  had  sent  to  Mr.  A.  Miltenberger  a  messenger  to  that  effect,  and  I 
also  written  to  the  house  of  G.  A.  I^e  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  to  that  effect,  hs  ap- 
pears by  their  answers  to  Mr.  Mootardier,  in  New  Orleans,  which  letters  are  hereto  an- 
nexed, and  marked  C. 

Int.  12.  Did  you  get  any  permit  to  have  -vtid  cotton  shipped;  and  if  so,  fhim  whom; 
and  what  duty,  if  any,  did  yon  pay  for  siiippiug  tbe  same;  and  to  what  place  vaa  it  to 
be  shipped'/ — A.  Yes;  I  went  with  L.  Queyrouae,  at  Shreveport,  to  the  cotton' bureau, 
and  there  the  transfer  of  the  shipping  permit  wiu  signed  iu  my  presence,  to  the  order  of 
G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  by  W.  C.  Broad  well,  chief  cotton  bureau,  upon  the  pay- 
ment made  by  me  of  60  cents  in  specie  per  bale,  being  the  duty,  and  upon  the  condition 
that  all  of  said  cotton  shonld  be  sent  to  Europe,  except  the  necessary  (|nantity  to  puy  all 
charge^  and  General  Taylor  gave  a  written  permit  to  Mr.  (Juevrouse  for  tbe  removal  by 
Federal  transports,  or  steamboats,  of  the  cotton  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  as  appears  by 
the  annexed  permit  of  General  Taylor,  marked  D. 

Int.  13.  What  became  of  said  cotton  ? — A.  TheB30  l>alesortheabove-descrLbed  cotton 
was  seized  and  taken  possession  of.  on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1UG4,  by  a  flotilla  of  United 
Stat«e  vessels,  consisting  of  gnnboats  and  transports,  commanded  by  Captain  Foster.  I 
was  informed  of  the  lact  by  Mr.  Simmons  himself,  who  gave  me  the  two  following  certifi- 
cates hereto  annexed  and  marked  E.  And  the  last  I  saw  of  the  cotton  myself,  it  was 
on  board  of  the  transports,  and  I  caused  to  l>c  taken  in  wiitiDg,  in  New  Orleans,  and 
under  oath  tbe  declaration  of  two  persons  who  were  present  at  the  seizure  of  said  cotton 
by  tbe  guatioats  as  aforesaid,  which  declaratiiin  is  also  hereto  annexed,  and  marked  F. 

Int.  14.  Do  yon  know  anythitjg  abont  Miijor  MtKee,  a  Confederate  cotton  a^i'nt! 
If  BO,  who  wns  be,  irbat  wan  bis  basini's.-i,  what  .intbority  had  be  with  regard  to  t"t- 
ton,  and  bow  you  obtained  jour  information  f— A.  I  do  not  permnally  know  Mujor 

HoKee,  but  I  often  heard speokiugof  himat  Slireveivort  andat  Monroeasbein^'a 

special  aaent  of  the  Confederate  Government  to  liny  cotton,  but  I  never  heard  that  ho 
had  a  right  to  hoII  any.  Mr,  Urondwell,  cotton  agent,  told  ue  that  nobody  but  him- 
self (Broad  well)  had  a  light  to  diapoae  of  tbe  Government  cotton,  or  to  give  a  ship- 
ping or  a  removal  permit. 

Int.  J5.  Wore  you  on  the  Ouachita  River  at  the  time  the  gnnboats  that  seized  the 
cotton  hereinafter  spoken  of  ascended  said  river  I  If  so,  state  whether  said  gnnboats 
met  with  any  resistance  in  ai)cendin{^  tbe  said  river  on  that  expedition,  and  whether 
there  was  any  rebel  force  in  the  vicinity,  and  how  far  the  nearest  rebel  force  ww 
from  the  place  said  cotton  was  seizeci,  to  the  best  of  your  knowledge. — A.  Yee;  I  was 
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boBte  k»c«nded  said  river,  fhim  tbe  mouth  of  Ootwhlta  River  to  Hooroe  Cit;. 
were  no  obateclea  to  tlieiT  coming  un,  nor  an;  registanoe  whatever  offsred  to  th««. 
There  were  no  rebel  forces  iu  the  neignborhood :  the  nearest  rebel  force  wa*  twtwMn 
Alexandria  aud  Natchitoohes,  say  from  about  200  to  350  miles  distanl. 
CrosB-interrogatories  in  behalf  of  Withenbnrj  and  Doyie: 

(Protesting  afiainBt  tbe  Torm  of  man;  of  the  di  reot  interrogatories  herein  propoanded. 
•■  indicated  tbereon,  and  not  admitting  the  right  to  propound  an;  of  Ihem  to«*i<t 
witneas,  and  denying  the  right  of  said  intervenors  to  examine  said  witneei  at  all,  be- 
oaiise  of  his  iucompetenoj  to  testify,  said  Withenbary  and  Doyle  proceed  to  prnpaoid 
cross  interrogotories  to  the  witnesBes,) 

Cross-itit.  1.  What  interest  have  you  in  the  proceeds  arising  from  the  sales  of  tbe 
cotton  in  contruversy  in  this  suit  T— A.  I  have  no  interest  whatever,  except  a  nm- 
miuoion,  as  purchasing  agent,  of  5  per  cent,  on  the  amount  of  purchases. 

Cross-int.  3.  What  interest  have  rou  iu  the  business  house  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  Jk  Co., 
«f  Bavre,  France  I  What  inteiest  bad  you  when  yon  were  buying  cotton  for  thrm, 
and  what  interest  have  yon  now  T-^A.  I  never  had,  and  have  not  now.  an;  interest  is 
the  house  of  Q.  A.  Le  Mure  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  France. 

Croes-int.  ij.  What  interest  have  you  in  theeventof  thissuitT— A.  None  whate««i. 

Crous-iat.  4.  What  connection  bad  you  with  said  houae  of  G>.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.,  at 
Ed.  Gautberin  &.  Co.,  of  New  Orleans,  at  tbe  time  of  the  breaking  out  of  tbe  preMDt 
rebellion  in  the  United  SUUs  of  America,  in  the  spring  or  summer  of  1861 T  Ststs 
^oor  interest  in  both  and  bow  long  it  continued.  Who  was  the  agent  of  said  hoosM 
in  their  transactions  witb  tbe  su-culled  Confederate  Government,  at  tbe  bead  of 
which  is  on  f  Jefferson  DavisT  How  long  were  you  their  agent  ortbeagentof  either! 
What  was  the  extent  of  your  agency  T  What  transactions  did  they  or  either  of  tbem 
have  with  the  so-called  Confederate  Government  T  What  army  olotbes  and  timbsi, 
and  other  army  supplies,  did  said  hoases,  one  or  both  of  tbem  famish  said  so-called 
Confederate  Govonimeut,  or  any  of  the  agents  or  authorities  thereof  T  What  bad 
joa  to  do  witb  pon^basiug  or  furnishing  such  supplies,  or  an;  of  them  T  State  the 
oircnn) stances  as  full;  on  if  yua  were  specially  thereunto  interrogated.— A.  I  had  im 
interest  whatever  in  tbe  honse  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  I  was  a  partner  in  the  booK 
of  £d.  Gaotherind^Co.,  in  New  Orleans.  Uy  interest  in  tbe  boose  of  £.  GantherinA. 
Co.  was  the  same  as  that  of  tbe  two  other  partners,  and  it  so  continued  till  tbe  dit- 
solution  of  the  Brm,  which  took  place  on  the  first  of  December,  IH&i.  Tbe  bouse  of  0. 
A.  Le  More  A  Co.  never  had  an  agent,  as  they  never  had  an;  dealing  with  the  CooM- 
erat«  Government.  As  to  the  firm  nf  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  the;  have  no  inteteet  in 
this  suit,  and  having  been  myself  a  partner  in  said  tlmi,  I  decline  answering  to  qois- 
tiona  concerning  its  aftairs.  I  have  been  the  special  agent  of  O.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co. 
fiir  about  six  months  previous  to  the  purchase  of  the  cotton  subject  to  this  sait ;  1  hid 
also  full  power  to  enti'r  inio  any  transactions  I  thought  beneflcialtoaald  Qnnof  G.  A 
Le  >foi«  &,  Co.  The  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.  never  bad  an;  tranwetian  what- 
ever with  the  Confederate  Government.  Theflrmof  Q.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  never  fat- 
nisbed  any  clothing,  limber,  nor  army  enppiies  to  the  so-called  Confederate  (}overD- 
ment,  or  its  agent  or  antboiilies.  I  had  nothing  to  do  witb  an;;  snch  transactioDi 
aa  known  were  made  as  before  stalod. 

Croaa-int.  4.  If  you  answer  tbe  second  direct  interrogator;  that  you  did  pnrohis* 
cotton  for  said  firm  ot  Q.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  ;ou  will  please  state  from  woon  m 
pnrchasud,  what  yuu  paid,  whether  in  army  supplies  furnished  the  no-called  Cocnd- 
arate  Government,  their  agents,  or  servants,  or  othprwise.  State  particularly  what 
goods  or  supplies  were  ho  ntmisbed,  when  Ihey  were  furnished,  and  at  what  place, aod 
to  whom  tbe;  were  delivered,  and  in  what  wa;,  and  in  what  curreno;  or  propertj 
tbe;  were  to  be  paid.  State  all  the  oircumsia'ces  with  partioularit; T— A.  I  po»- 
oliased  from  Mr.  P.  Garoia,  through  bisa^eut,  Mr.  L.  Queyronse^SW  bales  of  eotunu 
for  which  Ipaidat  the  rate  of  SlliO  per  bale,  in  United  States  Treasury  .not«a,  aw 
in  no  other  way.  And  for  further  details  I  refer  to  my  answers  to  the  interraga- 
tories  in  chief  on  that  sulijeot. 

Cross-int.  &.  State  what  coniieotion  existed  between  the  French  house  of  G.  A.  I^ 
More  &  Co.,  Havre,  France,  and  the  house  of  Ed.  Gantherin  4,  Co.,  of  Sew  Orleana 
If  the;  were  partners  or  interested  in  any  way,  what  was  tbe  nature  of  that  copart- 
nership or  interest  I  How  was  It  evidenced,  in  writing  or  otherwiaef  If  in  writinf , 
append  a  cop;,  and  state  particularly  whether  that  writing  shows  all  of  theorran^ 
menta  or  understanding ;  then  state  fall;  all  of  the  arrangements  and  understanding 
between  aaid  houses;  hovr  made  and  bow  evidenced.  State  partionlarlj  what  il- 
rangements  and  understanding  there  were  between  said  honaes  aa  to  their  Auetieaa 
trade  and  tbe  trade  iu  tbe  lines  of  the  so-called  Confederate  anihoritiesT — A.  Nose 
whatever.  Tbe  two  houses  were  neither  partners  nor  intereated  in  any  way  la  •m'> 
other's  busiaeas;  therefore,  I  cannot  produce  any  doooment  aaaakad  for,  aanoDsbu 
•rer  existed. 
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Croa».interT0gatorie8  in  behalf  of  the  United  States: 
CroM-iot.  I.  Wtiat  interest  have  jou  in  the  reeiilt  of  this  cms  T— A.  I  have  no  in- 
terest whatever,  except  a,  commieeion  of  5  per  cent,  on  the  amouDt  of  parohMea. 
Grom-int.  9.  If  yoii  Htate  that  yon  were  present  when  the  gUDboatf)  eelzed  cotton, 


'   lonf(   yon   had   been   at   that  point,  and  when   it  waa  that  the  Confed- 

.      .  w  left  that  poiotor  that  vicinity  T — A.  When  thegnnboatHBeiEedthe  cottoD 

eobj«3t  to  this  unit,  I  was  on  Parfioud'a  tower  plantation,  on  the  Ouachita  Biver, 


about  aix  or  seven  weeks  previouH,  and  saw  the  cotton  on  board  of  the  gunbuata.  The 
cottoa  was  Bxized  and  taken  possession  of  at  8immons'B  laniling,  on  the  Onaohlta, 
about  33  mill's  from  where  1  was,  and  I  saw  the  cotton  on  board  the  traoaports  when 
tbey  ftscended  the  river,  and  aofhored  before  Lazarre's  plantation,  opposite  where  I 
was  on  the  lOth  of  April,  where  1  then  saw  the  cotton  aboard.  There  was  not,  to  mj 
kuowIedKH.  any  rebel  forces  in  the  vicinity. 

Crosa-int.  3.  How  near  was  the  nearest  rebel  fort  to  where  the  cottoa  was  taken, 
and  irben  was  ench  fort  abandoned  t — A.  There  were  no  forts  to  my  knowledge  in  the 


aity  of  the  place  where  the  cotton  was  seized;  at  least,  I  never  ai 
_  ■ooB-int.  4.  How  near  was  the  nearest  rebel  battery  to  where  the  c 
and  wben  was  bnch  batteTy  taken  away  hy  the  rebels  f — A.  I  never  saw  any  rebel  bat- 


tery in  that  vicinity,  nor  have  t  ever  heard  that  there  had  been  any.  Tbe  only  rebel 
fbrc«  that  I  ever  heard  of  as  eiisting  at  tbe  time  of  the  seizure  of  said  cotton  was  be- 
tween Alexandria  and  Katchitoches,  say  from  200  to  250  miles  distant. 

Croaa-int.  5.  Is  it  not  Irue  that  the  gnnboats,  when  they  captnred  tbe  cotton,  were 
theflrat  indications  of  Federal  authority  which  had  been  seen  in  that  part  of  the  country 
ainoe  the  breaking  ont  of  tbe  rebellion  1 — A.  No.  Before  the  arrival  of  said  fcnnboata, 
aboat  the  2Dth  of  August,  1863,  the  Federal  forces  had  already  entered  that,  part  of  the 
coantry,  in  the  town  of  Monroe,  nnder  the  command  of  Brigadier-Oeneral  Btevenson. 
Tbe  troopa  were  said  to  b«  of  the  Corps  d'armee  of  H^or-General  McPheraon. 

niad  Jane  14,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  ChrK. 

Exkibil  A,  rtftrrtd  to  iH  depodHoa  ef  Julm  Le  More. 

Invoice  of  830  bales  of  cotton  sold  fbr  acoonnt  of  P.  (}arola,  esq.,  to  Jules  Le  More, 
esq.,  agent  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  3l  Co.: 

Sinunous,  170  bale*  ootton pounds.-     74,S63 

T»tan>  &  SimmoDS,  660  bales  Mtton d«....  385,180 


0  bales,  claaslDK  as  follows: 
iea  middling  fair. 


IIB  bklea  m 

101  bales  good  middling. 
195  bales  strict  middling. 
143  balea  middling. 
148  bales  low  middling. 
126  bales  good  ordinary. 

B30b>lM,httieOpeTbaIelnU.  8.  t.  n «13S,800 

MoiTBOK,  MarA  1, 1864. 
Received  payment  in  fbIL 

LBOH  QUETR0U8E,  Agnt. 

I  do  certify,  on  honor,  that  this  is  the  true  copy  of  the  original  sent  to  G.  A.  La 
If  ore  St.  Co.,  in  Havre. 

JULES  LB  MORE. 
Filed  December  14, 1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

JMiMt  B,  r^ftrrti  to  in  dipotiHon  e/  JiOt*  U  Jtfon. 

UonaieDr  JULKS  Lr  Hork:  Tenillez  payer  lasomme  que  vons  me  devex  ponr  le 
hftlage  dn  eoton  snr  I'babitation  du  Dr.  Simmons,  qui  se  mon' 
einqne  piastres  en  greenbacks,  payable  en  or,  ce  Monslenr  A 
ne  Tona  a  pas  ete  possible  de  m'envoyer  la  valeor  de  denx  ce 


■»  piastres  que  Je  voui 
«i  lemia,  vellles  le  leqnire  en  or,  et  le'  remettre  ansai  an  meme  et  il  voua  en  donnen 

"""  JOAN  PABOOim. 


HOKKOX,  b  mnq  Mai,  1864. 
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Hr.  JuLKH  Lr  More  :  Please  p&y  tlic  aum  due  me  for  the  hauling  of  ooUod.  it  tb« 
landing  of  Dr.  gimmona,  which  auionnts  to  (£(5  in  greenbacks,  payable  in  gold,  to 
Ut.  Augusttii  RuKet.  If  yuu  have  Dot  had  the  opportnnit;  of  sendiog  me  the  jilat 
of  (300,  nhicb  1  reniittttd  to  yon,pleRseconvert  itintogold,  and  pay  to  the  lame,  ud 
he  will  give  you  a  receipt. 

JOHN  PABGOUD. 

HONROB,  Mas  ^1  1864. 

Received  fi'om  Hr.  Julen  Le  More.  aKent  of  Meeare.  G.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.,  of  Uavn, 
France,  |630,  for  aco't  of  MeHBrH.  John  Pa^ond  and  Wenteelt,  of  Onachita  Biver.  for 
hauling,  at  the  landlBg  of  Dr.  Siminous's  plantation,  the  830  hal«a  of  coHon  bonglit 
b;  Haid  jQlea  Le  More,  for  scc't  of  eaid  Ami,  6.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.,  from  Leon  <Jd<;- 
roaae,  agent  of  P.  Garcia,  esq. 
Nkw  Orlkanb,  May2i,  1H64. 

A.  BAUXET. 
Wltneeaee: 

Bauuel  Nblhon. 
p.  mohtardikr. 
J.  Pollock. 
Fllad  December  14,  1866. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cltrk. 

Exhibit  C,  referred  to  in  depoiiHon  of  Jvlei  £e  Ifore. 

Havbk,  4  Moi,  IgM. 
UouBlenr  E.  Hoktahdikr,  New  OrUan* : 

HOKHIEUR ;  Pa  Ha  lettre  de  Monroe  (Wachita),  en  date  dn  38  Haia  d'er  dont  TOiu 
nons  avez  envoye  onpie  Mona'r  Jalea  Le  More,  vona  informe  qa'i]  a  fait  poor  notn 
oompte  pluaieure  achats  de  cotoD,  et  none  avoua  pria  notre  de  anlvanta: 

L.  M.  :<^  batlea,  de  I'habitation  Lazare  (West  Wachiti]. 

L.  M.  660  bailee,  de  I'habitatioD  Simmons  (Eaat  Waohita). 

L.  M.  206  bitltea,  de  I'habitation  Simmons  (East  Wacbita). 

Enad,  1, 189  bailee  cotun. 

Teniltez.  monaienr,  ai  vona  ne  I'avea  d^a  f^t,  faireentrer  ceacotona  au  oonsDlstdt 
France  a  New  Orleans  en  netirer  un  certitloat  oonatatant  le  titre  de  propriete  Fnn- 
caiae,  et  envoyer  snr  In  lienx  autant  de  certificata  qa'il  y  anra  de  depot*. 

Vona  aiiroz  soim  egalsnient  de  faire  couvrir  I'aaaarance  du  feu  et  d^)nvTir  en  tempi 
doe  police  I'aaanranue  maritime  de  riviere  qaand  on  eipediera. 

Comme  il  eat  pivbable  que  lea  prochaines  lettrea  de  Monaienr  Jnlea  Le  More  vooi 
annonceront  de  nouveani  achats  vona  vondrez  bien  asir  de  meme  qoe  ponr  1,1(0 
bailee  precit't'vs.  Vuna  fournirez  anr  noua  one  trait  poor  le  moDtat  de«  primes  d'aanir- 
ance,  certiUcats,  cousulairea,  etc.     Le  tout  aocueil  eet  a  I'avance  reaerv^  a  vm  dls- 

Nous  vons  presi^ntons,  monaieur  noa  civilitca  enipTesaeee. 

G.  A.  LE  HOBE  &  Co. 
ITcaBdadon.] 

Hatrk,  Mat  *f  ^^■ 
Mr.  E.  N.  UONTARDiBR,  Neit  Orlnint.- 

Sir:  By  hia  latt«r  from  Hooroe  (Wachita),  dated  the  28th  day  of  March  lart,  Hr 
Jules  Le  More  informed  yon  that  he  haa  made  on  our  acoonnt  more  purohaaes  of  col' 
ton,  and  we  have  taken  note  of  the  following; 
L.  M.  333baleH,  IVnm  the  plantation  of  Lazare,  Weat  Wachita. 
L.  M.  <<60  bales,  from  the  plantation  of  Simmona,  Eaat  Waohita. 
L.  N.  ItUG  hales,  &om  the  plantation  of  Situmotia,  East  Wachita. 

Total,  1,189  bales  cotton. 

Yon  will  nleaae,  air,  if  you  have  not  yet  done  it,  to  enter  oottoD  at  the  Fmscb  (on- 
anlate,  in  New  Orleana,  gettibg  the  certiScaM  proTinj;  the  title  as  French  piop'^^ 
and  Kot  astnanyeFrtificatesHatherB  areplacea  wfaei«  the  cotton  to  stored. 

Tuu  will  take  eqnal  care  to  inanre  against  fire,  and,  in  Ume,  get  a  policy  of  muioi 
insurance,  as  may  b»  expedient. 

As  It  is  probable  that  the  next  letters  ofHr.  Julea  Le  More  will  tell  yoaofDeirpv 
obaoesof  oottOD,  you  wilt  do  well  to  act  aa  in  the  case  of  the  1,189  bales  abon  iiM' 
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MTtiUoa'eB,  Ac.,  and  all  tW  rest  is  laft  at  .voiir  disoretion. 
We  pNoent  to  yoo,  sir,  onr  distiufcai^ed  civilities, 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &.  CO. 

Havrr,  13  Mai,  1664. 
Uoniteur  E.  N.  Mo.vtardirr,  New  Orhani : 

MoNaiEiTB ;  Lea  noDvelleti  de  chez  vonit  vont  Juwia'aa  SI  Avril,  inaiB  sans  anooDe 
lettrede  TOua  a  repondre;  Doim  voQsaobcniiDDaB  d'antra  part  uotre  ptix   curant  du 
Joar,  et  ci  baa  Sme  de  Dotre  deraiere  lettre  du  6courant. 
Vos  devoaes, 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO. 
L'iDclnse  par  M.  Julei  Le  More,  S.  V.  P. 

Havrk  6  Mai,  IS64. 
Uonaletir  E.  V.  MoMTARDiiut,  Ntw  Orltiau : 

Kona  vooBCunSniioiiB  notie  dn  4  cnrant,  par  Gannania,  et  aax  recoDiniendalioiiB 
qn'ella  coDtenait  uons  veuou*  an  pouter  ime  qae  nous  oonsldiroaB  eomiue  tiM  impor- 

tante;  o'eHt  qn'ilfaadra  recommanderaQideleguesdeBbaljilatioiiB  portenrades  certifl- 
cats  couHnlairea  qne,  danB  le  oaB  od  lea  federaux  iritieot  Bni  les  plantations  memea 
taiaar  1»  cotton,  ils  devrient  eiiger  qae  ceni  qni  saiBiraent  endonnant  iin  recu  au  dot 
ia  eertilicKt  conanlarie,  prenant  en  meme  tempB  iea  Dot«8  de  lenrs  noniB,  (jualites,  &o. 
Nona  pecBoiis  u'avolr  pins  lien  a  ajouter  a  toiit«B  dob  recommendationB,  et  daaele  caa 
_.- ig  quelqne  cLose,  nous  voub  tepoBODB  entiennent  poar  vons  faire 

Q.  A.  LE  MOBB  &.  CO. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CUrk. 
Hatrk,  Mag  13,  1864. 


Nous  Tons  prMentons, 
Filed  December  14,  1H64. 


Mr.  E.  N,  MONTARDIBR, 

Jfcw  OrlaiKe: 
8fX:  Newa  comes  from  yon  np  t< 
to  aDsi*eT.    We  tend  in  uiotheroi 
laat  letter  ol  the  fith  instant. 
Yonr  serranta, 

O.  A.  LE  MORE  A  CO. 
Please  give  tbie  fnoloaad  letter  to  Hr.  Jalea  Le  More. 

Hatrk,  Mag  6,  1884. 

llr.  £,    N.    MONTARDIBK, 

ye>B  Orleant : 
We  confirm  to  jou  onr  letterof  tbe4th  loataDt  b;  tbe  GermaaiB,  aDd  to  tbeadrices 
wblob  it  contaiuB  we  beg  to  add  anotbar,  wbicb  ne  consider  yety  Important;  that 
is,  it  will  be  proper  to  inatriiet  the  agents  of  the  plantations  holdiHK  thecnnsnlar  cer- 
tificatea  that  in  cbma  where  the  FederalBgo  upon  the  plantallons  ttleiuBelveB  to  Bciae 
oottoD  tbey  ahonld  requim  those  who  make  the  seizure  to  gl\t  a  receipt  upon  tbe 
baok  of  ^the  consular  certifloate,  taking  at  the  same  time  iiotea  of  the  names,  q  nail - 
tiea,  &o.  We  think  we  have  nothing  more  to  add  to  all  tbe  advice;  and,  in  case  we 
have  omitted  anything,  we  trust  entirely  to  yoo  t«  do  what  is  Beceseor;. 
We  preeeot  to  yon.  Sec., 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  A,  CO. 

Exklbit  J),  rtf erred  to  in  ddpofJftoa  of  Jula  Le  Afore. 

■   HxADQUARTKRs  District  Wrbtbrn  Louihiana, 

la  lie  field,  April  5,  1664. 
Pemiaaion  ia  granted  to  Mr.  Qneyronee  tn  remove  hj  steamboat,  bronght  from  the 
snemj's  Unea,  oartain  cotton  on  tbe  Oaaohita  Biver,  IieloDging  to  tbe  nonse  of  La 
More  A.  Co. 
By  oommaDd  of  Hajor-General  Taylor. 

E.  SUBOET,  A.  A.  QtiurmJ. 

Filed  Deoembar  14,  ltf64. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CUrk. 


oogle 


368  FBENCH   AKD  AHEBICAN  CLAIMS  COHUISSION. 

BxlubU  £,  n/trrtd  to  {■  dtpotition  «/  Juht  U  Mart. 

I  certify  that  on  the  Sth  of  April,  1864,  that  the  Pedeikl  gnnbaktB  ftnd  (minoiti 
Arrived  at  m;  pUDtation  »nd  took  on  ttoard  ftll  the  oottua  beloDeing  to  O.  Ai  Le  More 
A  Co. 

Hopenrell  Plautatioii,  April  13,  Iti64. 

J.  T.  6UUI0NS. 

I,  the  ufideraigned,  do  certify  od  honor,  that  on  the  Sthdaj  of  Apiil,  1884,  ffiObiln 
of  cottoo,  marked  Simmoiid,  and  Tatum  St.  BiDiuoDB,  bonsht  by  Jnlea  LeHor^oobF- 
balf  of  G.  A.  Le  Uore  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  France,  were  taken,  on  my  plantation,  bj  > 
Federal  trannport  of  the  Pederal  fleet,  commuided  by  Captain  Foster,  and  refund  to 
give  » lecuipt  (or  the  same. 

Hopewell  PlanUtion,  April  16,  1864. 

J.  T.  SIMMONS. 

MoNitOB,  La.,  ApntH,  1864. 
I  certify  that  the  signature  of  John  T.  Simmona  to  the  within  isf(enaine. 
lu  testimony  whereof  I  hereunto  sign  my  name  and  affix  my  aeal  of  office  tbi)S4lk 
of  April,  1864. 

CRAS.  DBHEBT, 
Rtoordtr  aad  ex-oJJMo  Xotar)  PiMr. 

Ponr  cople  oonfonn  a  I'original  depone  dans  lee  archives  de  ce  oonsnlat  parHr. 
Jotes  Le  More,  ei^et  Francais  agissant  en  ea  qnatite  d'ageot  de  la  raison  oouinenial 
FTaDcaiM  O.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.,  dn  Havre. 

Le  OeranI  du  consulat : 

[8KAL.i  FANCONHET. 

NoQvelle  Orleans,  6  Mai,  1864. 

Ko.  d'ordre  S,347 ;  art.  63  dn  tarif ;  8  francs  aolvit. 

QEO.  P.  BOWEK,  Cbnt 
Filed  Deoember  14.  1864. 

(miuUUoii.l 

A  enpy  of  the  original  placed  in  the  archives  of  this  oonsalate  by  Morn.  Jnkt  Le 
More,  French  subject,  actinelD  his  position  of  agent  for  the  French  oommerclal  finn 
of  O.  A.  L«  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre. 

New  Orleans,  6  May,  1864. 

The  acting  consul: 

[BKAL.]  FANCOBHET. 

No.  of  order,  2,847;  article  63  of  tariff;  8  ftsace  solvit. 

£rA{MI  F,  referrtd  to  la  dCpMifion  ofJmte*  L»  M«rt. 


Before  Die,  Eldmnnd  Meunier,  3d  justice  of  the  peace  for  the  pariah  of  Orleans,  pc^ 
sonally  came  and  appeared — 

First.  Augusts  Nicolas  Rauzet.  baker,  residing  at  Monroe,  parish  of  Oaaehiu 
(Stale  of  Lnuisianaj;  Sd.  Theophila  Duffard,  batofaer,  residing  at  Monroe,  psriib  uf 
Ooaohita  (Lou^^ <--■'-     -^' j!__... —  ..,_,___j  __.  „,j. 

Fint.  That 
Order  No.  41. 

Second.  That  they  were  at  Monroe,  pariah  of  Onaobita  (State  of  LoaisJaoa),  in 
Febmary  and  March,  1B64 ;  that  they  met  there  Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  agent  of  the  fifn 
of  G.  A.  Le  More  St.  Co.,  of  Havre,  France ;  that  in  the  first  days  of  the  month  of 
March,  1864,  they  were  told  that  Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  acting  in  and  for  the  aoeonntof 
the  firm  of  O.  A.  Le  More  St  Co.,  uf  Havre,  had  become  proprietor  of  two  lots  of  ca^ 
ton,  oompriaing  1,153  bales. 

Third.  That  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  oaused  to  be  transported  on  the  Lacane  plantation, 
by  Waddell,  David  Hassle;,  and  Byrne,  all  citisens  of  the  town  of  Monroe,  3£1  bilN 
of  cotton,  stored  in  various  placee,  and  830balesou  the  Simmons  planlatiou,  or  ntbsr 
on  the  Ouachita  River,  at  toe  landing  of  the  said  plantation,  by  John  Pargond  sod 
Weintzell. 

Fonrtb.  Thniehnndred  and  twenty-three  bales  were  markedL.M,, 830  waniB»it«>I 
Tatnm  &.  Simmons. 


,Goo'^[i 
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Fifth.  That  it  ia  th««e  1,153  balea  of  oottoa  traaiported  And  deainiated,  wbioh  on 
tbn  8eb  »nd  lOth  of  April,  ld64,  were  taken  b;  order  .of  CoratunDaant  Foster,  and 
loaded  oo  board  the  tiansports  folloirlnj;  the  Lafayette. 

Sixth.  That  daring  their  Bojoiirn  U  Hooroe  the;  heard  a  great  onmber  of  pertoua 
talking  aboDt  them  cottanB,  and  that  the  boOBe  of  O.  A.  I«  More  bad  always  been 
mentioned  as  the  proprietor  of  thsee  1,15J  bales  of  cotton,  and  that  no  other  name  or 
peraoD  waa  ever  mentioiied. 

Sevfluth.  ADgnate  Raaxet  dnclat«s,  penonally,  that  he  was  charged  by  Hewia. 
John  Pargoad  St  Weiotzell  to  reoolve  of  Mr.  Jales  Le  More  the  price  of  the  tranapor- 
talion  nf  t<30  cotton  bales,  placed  on  the  Simmons  plantatioa  or  at  its  landing,  and 
that  for  the  drayage  be  received  $1  per  bale  ia  United  States  treasury  notes,  or  ttOO 
lor  the  aaid  B30  coltnn  balea. 

Mr.  Theophile  Daffard  couflrms  what  has  been  declared  1>y  Hr.  Angnste  Ranxet,  of 
tbe  payment  made  to  Meaara.  Pargoad  &.  Weiutsell. 

A.  BAUXET. 
T.  DUFFAED. 


Sirom  to  and  anbscrlbed  before  me  on  the  13th  Angnst,  1864. 
ED.  H 


HEUNIER,  3  J.  P. 

BtATK  OF  Louisiana, 

Exto»tite  DrparttMMt: 

Bt  J.  Madison  Wells,  lieutenant  governor,  and  acting  for  Hiohael  Hahn,  governor 
of  the  said  State.    To  all  who  sbB^I  see  these  preaenCa  greeting  > 

Knnwye,  that  the  oertiflcatesof  oath  to  the  inatrnment  of  writing  hereto  annexed, 
ii  in  due  form  and  made  by  the  proper  officer,  and  that  Ed.  Mennier,  wboae  name  ia 
nibacribed  thereto,  waa,  at  tbe  time  of  enbacribin^thesame,  and  now  is,  third  Jasi4oe 
of  the  peace,  in  and  for  tbe  parish  of  Orleans,  city  of  Mew  Orleans,  duly  appointed 
iDd  comniissloned ;  and  full  faith  and  credit  are  dne  and  ought  to  be  given  to  hia 
offleisl  acta  accordingly . 

Given  nuder  my  band  and  seal  of  tbe  State,  at  tbe  city  of  New  Orleans,  this  13th 
day  of  August,  in  tbe  year  of  our  Lord  one  thouaand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-four, 
and  of  the  independence  of  the  Uuit«d  States  of  America  the  eighty-ninth 

[L.  8.]  J.  MADISON  WELLS, 

Litalawnt  and  Aeiing  Governor. 

y  ofStaU. 

Filed  December  14,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN.  CTar*. 

DepoiitioD  of  John  Harllal  Lafeyre,  In  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before 
Hugh  liadden,  notary  public  and  special  comroieaioner,  at  bis  office  In  the  city  of 
New  Orleaua,  La.,  on  tbe  2Uth  day  of  Norembei,  A.  D.  1864. 

Int.  1.  State  your  name,  occnpatfon  and  residence. —A.  Hynaine  is  John  Martial 
Lafeyre ;  1  am  preaident  of  the  Louisiana  State  Bank,  aiid  I  reside  in  New  Orleans. 

Int.  "i.  State  what  connection,  if  any,  you  had  with  the  Loaislana  State  Bank  of 
New  Orleana. — A.  I  am  tbe  president  of  aaid  bank. 

Int.  3.  State  vhether  you  are  well  acquainted  with  the  dealings  of  aaid  bank  in 
cotton.— A.  T™,  air. 

Int.  4.  State  whether  ever,  to  your  knowledge,  said  bank  ever  sold  auy  cotton  on 
the  Simmons  plantation,  on  tiie  Ouachita  Siver;  if  so,  to  wbcim,  and  when  and  by 
ith6m  was  it  delivered  T~ A.  Abiiut  the  month  of  Hurch,  1864,  among  other  lots  of 
cotton,  935  bales,  lying  on  the  plantation  of  J.  T.  Simmons,  were  sold  by  the  bank 
through  their  agent,  John  A.  Stevenson,  to  A.  D.  GrieGT  and  E.  Zuuta.  Ni>  delivery 
of  the  ootton  waa  made  to  them,  as  they  were  expected  to  take  it  themselves  on  the 
spot. 

Int.  5.  State  whether  nr  not  said  bank  did  or  did  not  abandon  atl  claim  to  cotton  on 
the  Ouachita  Biver,  and  in  lieu  thereof  claim  cotton  on  Bed  Biver;  and  when  said 
abaniioumcnt  of  cotton  on  Ouachita  Biver  was  made  by  said  bank ;  and  whether  such 
sbandnnnieat  by  said  bank  naa  at  any  time  coutemplated. — A.  The  agent  of  tbe  bunk, 
John  A.  Stf.veiiaon,  abandoned  tbe  claim  to  tbe  Ouachita  cotton  several  monlbs  after 
the  lot  ou  tbe  Sinunoua  plantation  waa  seized. 

~      Cross-interrogatory  in  behalf  of  Withenbnry  and  Doyle: 

Croas-int.  I.  If  you  answer  the  fourth  direatinterrogatnry,  that  the  bank  did  not  sell 

any  cotton  on  the  Simmons  plantation,  please  state  fully  what  cotton  it  was,  bow 

markrd,  from  what  source  purohnsed,  and  append  tbe  orlcinal  source  of  title,     l^tate 

all  the  clrcumstanceaof  the  purchase.     U  it  was  sold,  to  whom  sold,  and  for  what  con- 

H.  Ex.  236 24 
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sideration,  and  was  tbe  codbi deration  paid,  aud  in  what  was  it  paid ;  atatetbc  dnnm- 
stancei  minutely ;  ntate  the  circumitances  of  any  delirery  that  waa  made  ot  th«  cot- 
ton, who  was  pTeaent,  how  was  it  delivered,  to  whom  and  by  whom,  and  what  KRt  of 
delivery  waa  it.  Were  ;ou  present,  and  what  agtincy  had  you  in  the  premiart,  and 
what  did  yon  do  in  reference  to  the  delivery  t — A.  I  do  not  kaow  what  cotton  it  km, 
nor  how  it  waa  marked  ;  it  waa  purchased  Irani  the  Confedeiate  Qovemment  in  «x- 
chacge  for  other  cotton.  From  whom  the  Confederate  Government  bonfcht  it  I  do 
not  know.  It  waa  sold,  as  before  stated,  by  the  bank  to  A.  D.  Grieff  and  J.  E.  Zantg. 
at  the  price  of  30  cents  per  pound,  free  of  all  charges  and  dutlea,  they  bindinfc  ttaBm- 
selvea  to  take  possesaiou  of  it  and  bring  it  to  this  city.     No  other  kind  of  deliveiywia 

Croas-int.  3.  If  yon  answer  the  fifth  direct  interrogatory  in  the  affirmative,  that  tbt 
State  Bank  of  Louisisna  did  abandon  all  claim  to  cotton  on  the  Ouachita  River,  will 
you  please  state  what  title  it  had  to  the  cotton  on  that  river,  whence  it  derived  iu 
title,  aud  append  to  your  answer  copies  of  all  papers  in  anywise  connected  with  soeh 
title.  You  will  ulcsse,  likewise,  state  what  cotton  is  referreit  to  on  said  river,  and 
what  cotton  is  referred  to  on  Red  River,  and  from  whence  said  bank,  if  they  had  any, 
derived  its  title  thereto.  If  there  was  an  abandonment,  state  why  it  waa  abandoned, 
and  at  whose  instance  and  for  what  reawin.  You  will  please,  also,  say  whatooDDK- 
tion,  if  any,  oue  John  A.  Stevenson  hEul  with  saiil  bank's  cotton  in  Lonlsiana.  If  jot 
answer  that  he  was  said  Ijaok's  agent,  please  append  any  written  evidence  jou  nisj 
have,  or  said  bank  may  have,  of  his  agency;  also  the  originals  or  copies  of  ul  letttit 
written  by  him  to  you  or  said  bank  in  reKrence  to  said  cotton,  or  any  of  it,  oraay 
other  cotton  which  be  was  controlling  for  the  bankf  in  any  manner,  but  morepsitic- 
ulorly  the  letter  of  said  Stevenson  to  you  individually  or  as  president  of  said  buik,DT 
otherwise,  dated  28th  Uay,  1BG4,  a  copy  of  which  is  here  shown  you,  and  which  iiin 
the  worda  and  following : 

Sbrbvzport,  tfaji  as,  leet. 

J.  H.  LArBTxs.  Esq. : 

Dear  Sir  :  I  have  written  yon  several  times,  bnt  my  letters  may  not  bave  reacbtd 
yon.  I  have  been  so  exercised  of  late  by  events  of  late  that  I  hardly  kooir  whicli 
end  I  ttaud  on.  I  have  lost  more  by  burning  than  I  at  Ant  thought,  perhaps  3,000 
bales.  I  have  canceled  my  trade  with  the  parties  oat  here,  and  dow  have  chargrsf 
my  original  cotton.  I,  of  course,  con  do  nothing  but  t«ke  care  of  it.  No  cottoa  vill 
be  allowed  to  go  out  of  these  lines  till  the  war  ends.  Permits  ore  all  canceled.  Had 
the  antborlties  on  our  side  acted  promptly  the  tesiilt^  would  bave  been  different. 
JOHN  H.  STEVENBON. 
J.  M.  LAFBYBE. 


1  said  Stevenson  had  with  the  so-called  Ooventnent  of  the 
if  America,  in  foruishing  it  aid  and  comfort,  either  by  hispemul 
""    '  -       '•  -   ■      ■■-     ■■   a  of  (be  lan 


A  tme  copy. 


What  connection  had  he  with  the  c 

Manassas,  or  with  furnishing  means  to  aid  in  its  cnnstraotion  T 

A.  John  A.  Stevenson,  by  antbority  of  Oeneral  Batler  and  General  Shepley,  in  con- 
junction with  the  late  J.  J.  Green,  were  sent  ont  into  the  Coafederaoy  in  themaDlbof 
October  or  November,  1862,  with  one  million  of  dollars  in  Confederate  money,  belong- 
ing to  the  State  of  IiODisiana  and  to 'the  State  Bank  of  Louigiana,  with  a  viewlohsn 
themoneyinvostedin cotton.  Theniouey  wasinvostedon  theRedRiverdistrict  After 
the  cottoa  waa  bought  and  stored,  a  proposition  was  made,  in  Angnst,  1863,byJDbiiA. 
Stevenson  (Green  having  died  already),  to  the  Confederate  authorities  to  have  hii  cot- 
ton exchanged  against  Government  cotton  on  the  Ouachita  Biver,  provided  the  C«o- 
federateGovernment  would  allow  said  cotion  to  behronght  into  the  Federal  lines,  soil 
witji  the  proviso,  also,  that  should  he  not  be  able  to  take  poeeewion  of  the  eottonoo  ibr 
Ouachita,  he  would  have  the  right  to  reclaim  hie  original  cotton.  The  propositi<« 
was  accepted  by  the  Confederate  authorities,  and  in  the  hopes  of  reaching  theoattdi 
on  the  Onachita,  the  bank  sold  it  to  Grieff  &,  Zunta.  Amoug  the  list  of  coMon  thnt 
obtained  ftom  the  Confederate  authorities  were  the  935  bales  on  the  plantation  of  J- 
T.  Simmons.  The  bank  has  taken  no  action  on  the  abandonment  by  StevensmoT 
the  cotton  on  the  Onachita,  and  about  3,000  bales  of  our  Red  River  ootton  ttavtDg 
been  bnrued,  as  we  suppose,  hy  tho  Confederates,  we  lay  claim  to  an  equal  ■moflDl 
on  the  Ouachita.  Tho  original  papers  concerning  this  transaction  have  all  been  is 
the  hands  of  the  military  authorities  here,  and  are  now  in  the  possession  of  John  A. 
Stevenson.  Said  Steveneon  has  acted  through  tho  whole  business  as  agent  of  ibf 
Louisiana  State  Bank,  but  no  written  authority  to  that  effect  exists,  because  it  rw 
deemed  advisable  that  he  should  not  assume  that  capacity  in  the  Coufedeiaoy.  ^ 
reason  why  the  abandonment  of  the  Ouachita  cotton  was  made  by  the  agent  )■  tlisl 
he  lost  all  hopes  of  getting  iiossessiun  of  it.     In  rufei«nce  to  the  letter  annexed  to  Oa 

interrogatory,   it  is  a  true  copy,  except  that  the  word  "our"  in  the  tart; ~'' 

ought  to  be ''  yonr,"  meaning  the  military  authoritie*  in  New  OrleHia, 
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I  fasve  one  other  lett«r,  and  onlv  one,  tmta  SUsveaeou,  of  which  I  annex  a  copy, 
ntarkud  3.  A«  to  Strvenson's  conoeotion  wilh  tho  Coufeilonito  Governuient,  and  of 
the  rebel  ram  Manassa^,  I  bava  no  further  kaonledge  than  the  geuiiral  belief  that 
he  was  the  promoter  of  that  ram. 

CroBB-int.  'i.  Please  aay,  if  yoa  knoir,  to  what  John  A.  Stevenson  refers  In  his  letter 
above  named  where  he  sajs,  "  I  have  canoelcjd  my  trade  with  the  partiea  ont  here," 
•--      What  party  does  ho  refer  to,  and  what  wan  the  trade  that  he  rBfura  ti  ' 

■         iswurs  aud  suya :  The  meaninK  of  I 

.  StAveusoQ,  I  undiTHtand  to  be,  tli_ 
a  with  the  CoDfedeTat«  authorities. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Exhibit  L,  referred  to  in  depoiiHon  of  John  Jf.  iMfeyrt. 

Shkkvbport,  La.,  October  4, 1864. 
J.  M.  LarBTRK,  Eaq. : 

Dkab  Sik  :  I  have  mnch  I  would  like  to  commnnicate  regarding  our  business,  that 
would  interest  ;on  and  the  director;.  Suffice  it  to  sa;  that  aU  tne  expectatiotis  and 
MTaDgetiientB  made  or  attempted  while  in  the  city  were  of  no  avail,  luid  uo  b^neSclal 
resnlte  to  either  party  could  arrive  by  an  eDort  to  carry  out  any  portion  of  them  out, 
after  the  turn  which  military  affairs  took. 

No  outton  could  have  been  ^tten  out  under  them,  and  therefore  did  not  hesitate  to 
uanool  while  1  conid  my  contract  with  the  parties  ont  here.  Bo  far  1  am  );ettiDg  on 
very  well,  and  have  busied  myself  in  taking  oare  uf  my  cotton.  Some,  I  previniutly 
informed  you,  had  been  burned,  and  I  have  nad  some  actually  utoleu  and  hauled  away. 
I  may  get  it,  or  may  not. 

The  Government  here  is  requiring  the  cotton.  Large  quantities  are  being  trans- 
ported to  Mexico,  and  from  my  stand-point,  if  the  war  goes  on  one  more  year,  it  will 
all  go.  I  shall  do  niy  best  to  keep  my  uulton  to  thQ  last,  trusting  to  some  favorable 
turn  in  oar  &vor.  The  papers  referred  to  )□  my  lost,  and  which  1  promised  to  send 
you,  I  have  not  been  able  to  procure.  You  can  rest  assured  I  will  do  the  best  I  can, 
and  kll  depends,  I  fear,  upon  the  oontinuauce  of  the  war.  Tou  will  have  to  furnish 
■nfflcient  means  to  my  family  to  get  along  on  flrom  time  to  time  as  required.  Give  my 
boat  respecta  to  the  directory. 
Respectfully  yoara, 

JNO.  A.  STEPHENSON. 

A  tme  copy. 

J.  M.  LAFEYRE. 

Filed  December  14,  1664. 

GEO.  P.  BOWBN.  CUrK 


DepoaitioQ  of  Jalee  Le  More,  i 
Fuller,  a  Justice  of  the  peace,  at  hi 
the  14th  day  of  September,  A.  D.  IS64. 


Qaestion.  1.  State  ^our  u^,  residei 
yearaold;  1  am  a  citizen  ofFrauce ; 
Le  More  A  Co.,  of  Havre,  France, 

Q.  'i.  Have  yon  ever  purchased  any  cotton,  as  agent  of  said  firm,  and  for  themt  If 
•o,  Bt»t«  when,  where,  and  how  much, — A.  I  purchased  a  certain  quantity  for  aaid 
flirn,  among  which,  323  bales  near  Monroe  on  the  Ouachita  River.  I  bought  it  and 
paid  for  it  on  the  1st  of  March,  A.  D.  1864. 

Q.  3.  From  whom  did  yon  purchase  said  323  bales  of  cotton,  and  how  much  did  you 
pay  for  it,  and  Is  what  kind  of  funds  T — A.  I  bought  &U  bales,  marked  A.  Lazare,  ifom 
A.  Lozare  himself,  a  planter  living  one  mile  from  Monroe,  on  said  river.  Ipaidliimat 
the  rate  of  1160  per  bale  in  United  States  Treasury  not«s;  and  264  bales  from  John 
Pargoud,  who  is  a  French  citizen,  who  resides  temporarily  on  the  Purgond  planta- 
tion, near  Monroe,  La.,  and  paid  him  at  the  rate  of  |160  per  bale  in  the  same  aui- 

Q.  i.  Do  yoQ  know  where  raised,  and  who  raised  said  cotton  t — A.  Tlie  59  bales  ware 
raised  by  Mr.  A.  Lazaro  on  his  plantation  aforesaid,  aud  the  other  by  different  planters 
in  the  neighborhood,  who  raised  the  same  on  their  respective  plantations. 

Q.  5.  From  whomdid  JohnPurgoudpiirchosetbesaid  !W4  balesof  cotton T — A.  From 
difl'erent  planters. 

Q.  6.  Did  you  obtain  possession  of  said  323  bales  of  cotton,  or  place  any  marks  on 
~  * — A.  I  did  obtain  possession  of  said  cotton,  and  marked  it  myself  with  the 


■ogle 
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of  the  river  bj  me,  b;  the  ({uuboat  oommaDded  by  Captslu  E'o«t«r,  and  pat  on  boatd 
» transport  by  United  fitateg  sailora.     I  was  praaent  nbeQ  the  CDttan  waa  takm. 

Q.  9.  Describe  the  exact  place  from  wfaicb  the  ganboat  took  the  cot  too.— A.  It«at 
taken  ftom  the  pIintatioQ  of  Lozare,  outside  of  the  iDolnear«,  on  tlw  bank  of  (be 
river,  where  I  had  placed  it  for  the  purpose  of  shipping  to  New  Orleana. 

Q.  9.  On  whose  account  and  for  whom  did  yoo  pnrchaae  aaid  oolton  I — A.  I  put- 
chased  it  for  the  firm  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  3l  Co.,  of  Havre,  Franoa,  as  their  asent,  and 
in  pnrsnance  of  authority  from  them. 

Q.  10.  Did  you  ask  or  obtain  a  receipt  for  aaid  cotton  ttma  the  cammaiidsQl  of  the 
gunboat  T — A.  I  went  Brat  to  the  captAin  of  the  transport,  when  I  saw  bis  boAt  tak- 
ing the  cotton,  and  he  told  me  I  would  have  to  see  Captain  Koster.  I  went  tlien  to 
Captain  Foster,  and  he  refused  to  give  me  a  receipt ;  be  said  he  acted  ander  onlsra 
from  Admiral  Porter,  and  was  directed  to  take  all  cotton  he  could  Bud,  Irhetber  it 
belonged  to  foreigners  or  residents,  aud  said  he  had  no  receipt  to  give,  and  (bonld 
not  give  any.  I  lold  Captain  Foster  that  there  were  333  bales  of  cotton  he  bad  rakes 
at  that  place,  aa  I  had  connted  them  myself.  He  said  that  only  309  bale*  wen  re- 
ported to  him  as  taken  at  that  place.     He  said  he  woald  send  the  cottou  to  New  Or- 


Q.  II.  Had  you,  as  agent  of  said  firm,  taken  any  steps  to  have  said  cotton  shipped 
to  New  Orleans  T— A.  I  had  sent  a  tnesseagei  a  week  provloas  to  New  Orleans  with 
letters  to  A.  Hiltenberger,  a  commiasion  merchant  in  New  Orleans,  n'qneetlttf  biiale 
obtain  the  necessary  permits  from  the  Federal  authorities  there  to  have  the  cotlOB 
shipped  to  New  Orleans ;  before  he  returned  the  cotton  was  taker  by  the  gonboat  st 
stated  above. 

Croes-interrogatoriea  iu  behalf  of  the  United  States : 

Q.  1.  What  intnresl  have  you  in  the  resnlt  of  this  easel — A.  I  waa  paid  only  ■> 
agent;  I  have  no  interest. 

Q.  9.  How  long  have  yon  been  a  resident  of  Louisiana  I— A.  I  arrived  In  Loolii- 
'□1847;  been  living  in  New  Orleans  hII  the  time;  I  was  In  habit  of  golDg  (o  En- 

Frecinently  ;  my  house  was  in  V — ""' 

3.  How  far  is  Lazare's  plants 
know  faow  far;  It  linear  Monroe. 

Q.  4.  How  long  had  you  been  in  or  near  Monroe  before  the  Cottou  was  •sltedt— 
A.  About  six  wneka. 

Q,  5.  What  relation  do  yon  sustain  towards  the  claimant  iu  this  case  t — A.  I  an 
a  brother  of  the  members  of  the  Srm. 

Q.  6.  How  long  had  yon  been  acting  as  the  agent  of  the  clalmantal — A.  Had  ben 
acting  as  their  agent  atiout  six  months. 

a.  7.  For  whom  did  yon  do  business  before  the  time  yon  became  the  agent  of  \ 
niantsi — A.  I  was  doing  busiiiess  for  myself,  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  osyinl 
tobacco  and  cotton,  Ac.     I  uought  tobacco  as  a  partner  of  a  Ann  that  bought  Iw 
the  French  Government. 

Q.  H.  Arr  yon  a  man  of  means,  and  did  yon  have  sufficient  money  to  carry  on  han- 
ness  for  yourself  at  the  time  yon  swear  yon  bought  cotton  for  claimantsT — A  I  am 
worth  |40,0(iO  or  150,000;  I  had  nomeans  to  purchase  cotton  for  myself  when  I  twoght 
for  clai 


_..     .J ir  and  sister;  live  at  Havre,  Ftanoe. 

SI.  11.  When  were  you  in  France  the  last  time  before  yon  bonght  cotton  T— A  I> 
i  be  three  years  In  January  next  that  I  left  France. 

(J.  19.  When  did  yon  become  agent  of  olaimantst — A.  About  six  months  befbrt 
purchase  of  cotton,  by  letter  from  tbem. 

Q.  \'A.  How  long  have  Laiare  and  Pargond  lived  at  the  place  yon  purchased  ootlon 
in  LonisianaT — A.  Lazare,  I  think,  has  lived  twenty  years;  don't  know  exactly  kew 
long  Pargoud  may  have  lived  there— two  or  throe  years. 

<J.  14.  From  whom,  and  where,  did  yon  get  the  money  that  you  pa'd  for  eottoat— 
A.  I  got  parr  of  the  money  from  Webber  &.  Co.,  San  Antonio;  part  fimm  Mr.  Ttftna, 
in  Mexico,  by  letters  of  credit  of  the  claimants. 

Q.  15.  Do  you  know  Byron  Wilson,  Lieut.  Commander  J.  9.  Watson,  WlUian  Hs^ 
risT — A.  I  don't  know  any  of  them. 

Q.  16.  Did  the  claimants  have  any  bnslness  transaction  with  the  so-called  CeoM- 
erate  Oovemment,  in  which  they  parchased  cotton  T — A.  No,  never;  they  bad  tMtn 
been  in  this  conntry. 

Q.  17.  What  did  yon  say,  if  anything,  at  the  time  the  cotton  was  seiicd,  abont  it 
having  been  paidnir  iu  gold  at  iMoeuts  per  pound  T — A.  I  never  said  such  a  thing. 
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Q.  la  When  does  Webber  A  Co.  and  T«rtron  liTeordobnaineHl— A.  Webber  Urea 
iu  Mexico;  Tertron  in  Uezlco  also. 

Q.  19,  Is  it  not  trne  that  when  yon  went  np  to  where  ootton  was  bonght  that  the 
ooantnr  was  then  in  poaaesaion  und  nnder  control  of  the  Tcbein  1 — A.  It  was  nnder 
eoatrol  and  in  poeeeaBion  of  the  so  called  Confederate  8tat«a. 

<1.  20.  How  many  forte,  or  rt'bel  batteries,  had  the  gun  boats  to  overcame  befora 
they  got  where  the  cotton  wast  Stale  if  you  know, — A.  No  forte  that  Iknowof,  and 
no  bktteries.    The  boats  came  up  Ouachita  without  leeietanoe, 

Q.  21.  What  compensation  were  claimants  to  give  yon  f  and  is  not  yonr  contpenan- 
tion  dependent  on  thertBuH  of  this  claim  I — A.  They  wen  to  give  me  a  compensation 
of  5  per  ornt.  on  the  pnrchaaea.    I  have  been  paid  my  commission. 

Filed  September  23,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWES,  CUrk. 

DepMitton  of  Jalea  Le  More,  in  bebalf  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before  Fred- 
etiok  Haltron,  notary  pablio  and  special  commissioner,  at  No.  IG  Exchange  Plac«, 
New  York,  on  the  31st  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1864. 

Int.  1.  State  yoQC  age,  reeidence,  and  oecnpatioD. — A.  Hy  name  is  Jules  Le  More. 
Imu  tbirtj-flveyeareold.  I  am  a  Franohcitiieu,  temporarily  in  New  York,  andsgeat 
of  a.  A.  Le  More  <&  Co. 

iiiLV-  Are  yon  koqaaiuted  with  the  flrai  of  O.  A.  Le  More  d^  Co.,  of  Havre,  France  t — 
A.  I  am,  i>om  the  faot  that  I  am  their  agent. 

lat.  3.  If  so,  state  how  long  you  have  been  acqnainted  with  said  firm,  and  whether 
yon  fakve  ever  bod  any  business  traDsactions  wiih  it,  and  what  have  been  your  means 
of  knowioe  tbe  past  basini'ss  tranBactions  of  said  firm. — A.  I  am  acquainted  with 
the  individnal  members  of  said  firm  since  I  was  born,  they  being  roy  brother,  Gnatave 
A.  Le  Mure,  and  my  sister,  Leontine  Le  Moro.  I  am  aoqnaint^  with  the  firm  ainos 
its  formation  io  tSSS.  I  never  bad,  imiividiinlly,  business  transact  ions  before  being 
tfaeic  agent,  lint  I  know  all  their  tranHactioDB  ir>  Anierica  from  tbe  time  nf  my  ngency. 

Int.  4.  St-ate  what  connection,  if  any,  yon  have  had  or  ma;  Dow  have  with  said 
Ann. — A.  I  am  their  agent  whenever  any  transaction  is  to  be  acted  npon  in  this 
ooontry ;  I  have  none  at  present,  and  have  had  none  since  that  cotton  traDsaotlou. 

Int.  S.  State,  if  yuu  know,  who  composed  said  firm  about  the  months  of  March  and 
April,  1864,  and  where  said  persons  reside  and  have  resided. — A,  I  have  answered  in 
third  iDtenrogat«ry,aDd  now  repeat,  that  in  March  and  April,  1H64,  the  roembere  were 
OoMAve  A.  1^  More  and  Leoutine  Le  More.  They  reside  and  have  always  resided  in 
Havre,  France. 

Int.  6.  State  what  yoQ  know,  if  any  thing,  with  regard  to  the  cotton  tranHactJODB  of  said 
firm. — A.  I  purchased  acertain  quantity  of  cotton  forsaid  firm,  amoDg  which  323  bales, 
one  mile  from  Monroe,  on  the  Ouachita  River,  and  SW  bales  al)ont  25  mtlps  from  Mon- 
roe. I  bonght  it  aud  paid  for  it  on  the  1st  day  of  March,  IHM.  The  323  bales  were 
aeized  on  the  lOth  of  April,  at  the  ianiliog  of  A.  Lazare's  plantation,  by  a  transport  of 
Commander  Foster's  expedition.  The  830  bales  were  seized  on  the  8th  and  9th  of 
April,  IM64,  at  the  landing  of  Simmons's  plantation,  by  transports  of  Commander 
Foster's  expedition.  For  further  particulars  I  refer  to  my  deposition  t-aken  on  the 
14th  of  September,  1864,  at  Decatnr,  11].,  for  the  323  bales,  and  to  my  deposition 
taken  on  the  IfSth  of  November,  1864,  at  New  Orleans,  for  the  8Mt  hales  of  cotton. 

Int.  7.  Do  you  know  whether  said  firm  ever  purchased  cotton  of  the  so-called  Confed- 
smte  Government  t  If  so,  whnt  do  yon  know  of  the  consideration,  if  any,  given 
said  Confederote  OoTemnieut,  therefor t — A.  They  never  purchased  any  cotton  from 
the  so-called  Confederate  Qovernraent. 

Int.  8.  If  said  firm  had  ever  fumiahed  gray  cloth  or  other  military  supplies  to  the 
■aid  Confederate  Government,  or  any  of  its  agents,  officers,  or  euinloyris,  would  yon  be 
libel V  to  know  it  f  Did  said  firm  ever,  to  your  kuuwteilge,  turn iah  gray  cloth  or  other 
articW  contraband  of  w.'lr,  to  aaid  Confederate  Government,  in  exchange  for  cotton  t 
— A.  I  would  have  known  It,  and  said  firm  never  did  sell  or  furnish  gray  cloths  or 
other  articles  contraband  of  war,  or  other  military  Bnpplies,  to  the  said  Confederate 
QOTemment,  or  any  of  its  agents,  offlcern,  or  employes,  tn  exchange  for  rotton. 

Int.  9.  Are  you  acquainted  wilh  the  firmof  Ed,  Guntherin  &  Co.,  of  New  Orleans T 
If  so,  state  whether  said  firm,  to  your  knowledge,  ever  rumiahed  any  gray  cloth  to 
the  Confederate  Government.  State  all  yon  may  know  in  reference  to  Ibis  matter. — A. 
I  waa  a  partner  of  aaid  firm  up  to  its  Uiasolntion,  which  took  place  in  December,  1*^3. 
In  Jnly.  1H6I,  the  aaid  firm  sold  some  gray  cloth  to  tbe  so-called  Confederate  Govern- 
ment,  and  was  paid  in  full  (405, 000  in  gold,  in  New  Orleana,  by  Mr.  J.  B.  Do  Bow, 
through  the  bank  of  New  Orleana. 

Int.  10.  State  whether  you  have  been  examined  as  a  witncas  heretofore  in  the  two 
cases  in  which  G.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.  are  intervening  otaintants  for  830  and  333  bales 
of  cotton,  said  suit  being  now  pending  in  the  United  States  district  court  for  the 
sonlhern  district  of  Illinois. — A.  1  was  interrogated  in  September  lost  fbr  323  bales, 
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at  DecatQT,  III.,  and  in  NoTeiuberlut  for  8301w1e8,  BtNewOrl«kiiB,La.  IIuven«m 
given  any  other  trsliiDoni'  before  in  tfaia  matter. 

Int.  11.  Stat«  what,if  any,  couverentioii  you  badivitli  Capt.  J.  P.  Foster,  tbe  nanl 
commander  of  the  rxpedition  np  the  Onnchita  Hiver,  in  April  last,  in  referenm  tolhe 
cotton  claimed  by  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.— A.  I  bad  but  one  conTeraatiou  with  Cum- 
mander  Fouler,  and  here  I  annex  a  docnment,  niarlied  A,  which  is  a  tme  and  bilbfol 
Darrative  of  my  interview  with  him,  which  I  swear  before  men  and  before  Ood  to  con- 
tain the  whole  tnitb  and  nothing  bat  tbe  tmth. 

Int.  13.  What  was  said,  if  anything,  in  rrgard  to  gray  cloth  beiug  fDmiiihed  to  Um 
Confederate  GoveniitientT  State,  aslar  aByoncanrecoUeot.all  theconveivatioiMyon 
had  with  Captain  Foster  on  this  aabjeclT— A.  The  narrative  of  my  interview  wilb 
Comraander  Foster,  annexed  to  these  laterrogatoriea,  incladeB  alt  that  I  can  answer 

Int.  1^.  What  aduiissions,  if  any.  did  you  make  to  Captain  Foster,  with  irgard  to 
anch  gray  cloth ;  and  did  you  eign  and  swear  to  any  written  statement  at  ifae  JDitaDce 
and  requpst  of  Captain  FonterT — A.  I  refer  again  for  this  qneation  tu  the  narrative  of 
my  interview  with  Commander  Foster,  annexed  to  tliese  interrosatories,  and  I  repeal 
that  0.  A.  I.e  More  &  Co.  having  never  sold  or  furnished  gray  cloth  or  other  mllilary 
articles  to  the  so-called  Conredcrate  Government  in  exchange  for  cotton,  I  never  did 
•dnijc  nor  could  admit  anything  to  Commander  Foster,  or  to  any  person,  which  mielit, 
in  any  iuaniier,be  InterpTetedasaconfesaionof  Ihe  trade  or  exchange  by  theeaidSm 
with  the  said  so-called  Confederate  Government.  There  oonld  not  be,  on  mypartiU 
adinissiou  ot  what  bad  never  existeil,  conseqneotly  I  never  fligned  nor  awoie  toaij 
•tatenieDt,  affidavit,  or  acknotrledgnient,  and  I  defy  the  aaid  Commsuder  Feater,  or 
aufboJif  elte,  to  bring  in  court  mch  a  docMmmt  tigned  bi/  me. 

CroAs-interrogatoriea  in  behalf  of  tbe  United  Btatea: 

Q.  1.  Can  yonatate,  of  yonr  own  knowledge,  that  tbe  agentaof  G.A.  Le  UorenBTa 
purchased  any  cotton  of  persons  called  rebels,  or  peraoua  in  sympathy  witb  the  so- 
called  Confederate  Government  T — A.  Aa  nobody  bnt  myself  had  the  right  or  power  tc 
make  any  parchaaes  of  cotton,  I  can  state  that  said  firm  never  pnrcbaaed  any  oottoi 
of  persons  called  rebels.  As  for  those  having  sympathy  for  the  so-cAlled  Confederate 
Oovemment,  when  making  purchases  I  never  inquired  from  them  what  waa  Ihair 
sympathy  for. 


of  loyal  persona ;  if  either,  or  both,  stale  the  facta  fnify  I — A.  My  inatnietiou* 
to  alay  on  the  strictest  neutrality,  and  to  do  nothing  against  the  formalilJes  n 


Kart  of  pnrehaaea  to  bay  anl5 
,1 — A.  My  iDstroetious  wot 
.     ....  ....         ........  „    gainst  the  formalities  raqaiisd 

.>y  the  United  Slates  Oovemment;  and,  to  prevent  any  trouble  or  difBcalty,  1  com- 
plied with  my  iiintrnctons,  and  bongbt  cotton  for  O.  A.  Le  More  Si  Co.  ttwa  foretgnrtt. 

Q.  3.  Have  yon  examined  to  learn,  and  do  yon  know,  what  articles  aie  ooDtiabasd 
of  war  t  Have  you,  or  the  agents  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.  or  Bd.  GantberiD  A  Co-, 
ever  been  instructed  on  that  subject ;  if  so,  stale  the  facts  fully  t — A.  I  never  eiso' 
iued  to  learn  or  to  know  what  articles  are  contraband  of  war,  as  i^Dt  of  G.  A.  U 
More  &.  Co.  I  had  no  motive  to  be  instructed  on  that  subject.  Whilst  a  partner  of 
Ed.  Qantherln&Co.  I  innniredonce  in  Oauce,  in  ItKl,  if  cloth  waa  conmbandof 
war,  and  I  was  informed  tnat  it  naa  not. 

Q.  4.  What  articles  of  any  kind  did  0.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  or  Bd.  GentheriD  ft  Co., 
or  their  agents,  or  any  or  all  of  tbem,  furnish  to  the  so-called  Confederate  Oovom- 
ment,  or  to  persons  in  sympathy  therewith,  either  in  exchange  for  cotton,  for  moaey, 
or  in  any  other  manner,  during  the  trausactioDa  you  testify  about! — A.  G.  A.  Lell<>e 
&.  Co.  never  furnished  anythiug  to  tbe  so-called  Confetlerate  Oovemment.  The  fim 
Ed.  Gantherin  A.  Co.,  which  was  dissolved  in  December,  It^  fnmisbed  some  clolb, 
and  nothing  else,  in  1^1,  and  received  |405,000  iu  specie,  in  fnll  payment  for  Ibe 
nine. 

Additional  cross-interrogatories  in  hebalf  of  tbe  United  States : 

Q.  1.  Did  yon  not  have  some  conversation  with  Capt.  James  P.  Foatei  befbte  joa 
know  whom  you  were  conversing  witb  t~A.  I  never  saw  Commander  Foster  hat  oim. 
and  I  knew  very  well  with  whom  1  was  conversing  tiom  the  fact  I  had  sent  mj  can 
to  him,  and  that  he  came  himself  immediately. 

Q.  2.  Did  you  stute  to  James  P.  Foster  that  yon  was  looking  for  Captain  Foster,  to 
geta  receipt  for  cotton,  »o  yon  conid  take  it,  the  cotton,  to  New  Orleans;  If  not, 
what  did  you  say  to  him  on  that  subject  I— A.  When  in  presence  of  Commandet  Fca- 
t«r  I  told  him  I  was  calling  upon  him  to  get  a  receipt  for  the  cotton  he  had  seiiod  on 
Laxarre  plantation,  and  belonging  toG.  A.  LeMoredcCo.  If  more  information  were 
necessary  on  this  question  I  wonld  refer  to  the  true  and  fkitbfnl  narrative  of  myoDlf 
inlerviewH  witb  Commander  Foster,  marked  A,  and  annexed. 

Q.  3.  Did  Captain  i  osier,  in  presence  of  his  officers,  read  to  yon  a  written  atat*- 
ment  of  what  you  said  in  said  conversation,  and  ask  you  of  fta  correclneis ;  or  did 
yoD  make  any  statement  about  cotton  to  bim  that  waa  written  down  t    If  so.  did 
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yon  i»s  it  was  correct,  or  vb«t  did  yoa  aay  to  him  od  tbftt  eabjeetf — A.  Ue  read  to 
me  iu  pTewnce  of  eome  officers  s  written  stalemeut  thut  be  bad  dictated  himself  to 
his  secretary,  and  1  prottstfd  against  It  as  not  being  correct.  I  never  made  nor  pare 
bin)  any  written  statemeut,  aod  what  he  read  was  all  dictated  by  him,  and  written 
down  by  his  secietarr,  patting  in  my  muuth  admissions  and  statements  1  hod  never 
made,  and  against  wnicb  J  protested  at  the  very  moment,  as  being  incorrect. 

Q.  4.  Who  and  how  many  persons  were  present  during  said  conversation  with  Cap- 
tain Foster,  and  wbeu  was  attention  tint  called  to  said  conversation,  afterwards,  and 
by  wbomf — A.  In  the  beginning  of  my  interviews  with  Commander  Poster,  myself 
being  alongside  of  the  gun  boat  Choctaw,  in  a  small  boat,  and  Commander  Foster  be- 
ing on  the  deck  of  tbe  gnnboat,  every  one,  crew  or  otUcera,  was  able  to  listen  to  oar 
Gouversation ;  and  J  cannot  say  how  many  were  present;  but  when  on  board  the  La- 
fayette, when  we  came  together,  the  last  part  of  interviews  took  place  in  preHence  of 
a  gentleman  acting  as  secretary,  and  three  persons  whom  I  Riipposed  otHcera  from 
their  nniforma.  From  the  very  moment  I  had  that  interview  with  Commander  Foster, 
hia  conversation  remained  impresaed  in  my  mind,  and  nobody  has  hail  afterwards  to 
call  my  attention  to  said  conversation.  It  is  easy  to  nnderatand  that  the  intereete  at 
stake  were  of  such  an  im]iortauce  as  to  keep  in  my  memory  every  particular  of  the 
evuDtL  I  will  add  that  the  sort  of  threat  of  Commander  Foster  that  he  would  do  all 
in  hia  power  to  prevent  the  reatitntion  of  the  cotton  of  O.  A.  Le  Mote  A,  Co.  was  a 
strong  warning  to  keep  in  my  mind  a  good  record  of  facts  and  words. 

Q.  5.  Did  you  at  the  time,  or  have  yoa  since,  made  any  written  memorandum  of 
■aid  oonveraation  f  If  so,  when,  where,  and  under  what  circamstaocaB  I  And  aiinss 
the  aame  to  yoar  answer. — A.  For  the  first  time,  a  fortnight  ago,  I  made  in  New  York 
a  written  memorandam  and  faithful  narrative  of  said  interview,  for  the  use  of  the 
lAwyeis  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  when  I  beard  of  the  deposition  of  Commander  Foat«r, 
affirming  ander  oath  that  I  had  signed  and  ewom  to  an  affidavit  which,  I  repeat,  I 
defy  him  or  any  anybody  else  to  bring  In  court.  The  memorandum  referred  to  is  the 
docnment  marked  A  and  annaxed  to  my  deposition  in  chief. 

Filed  Jannary  5, 1H64. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 


On  Monday,  11th  of  April,  1864,  at  about  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  I  presentAd  myself  on 
board  the  gunboat  La&yette,  and  called  for  Commander  Foster.  The  officer  of  the 
day  answered  me  that  Coiomander  Foster  was  at  that  time  on  board  the  gnnt:"* 
Choctaw,  and  that  If  I  was  anxions  to  see  him  1  must  go  on  board  said  gaaboat. 


went  immediately  alongside  the  Choctaw,  and  sent  my  card  to  CommaDder  Fa«t«r, 
waiting  in  the  small  boat  which  had  bronght  me  there.  Commander  Foster  oarae  on 
deck  of  tbe  Choctaw,  and  the  following  conversation  took  place  between  us.  Com- 
muider  Foster  being  on  the  deck  of  the  Choctaw,  and  myaelf  being  in  tbe  small  boat 
By  Commander  Fosteb: 

Q.  You  are  Mr.  LeMoref  What  do  yon  want  I — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  came  toaskof  yon 
a  receipt  for  the  323  bales  ofcotton  which  yon  have  taken  yesterday  on  Latarro'spTaD- 
tation,  and  which  belongs  to  the  French  firm  of  O.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.,  o(  Havn,  of 
which  I  am  the  agent. 

<J.  No,  sir ;  I  will  not  give  yon  any  receipt.  Oh  !  yon  wiah  to  claim  the  protection 
of  yonr  govemment  as  F^nch  sabject.  Yon  can  do  so ;  I  don't  care.  But  I  hare  not 
to  consiaer  if  tiie  cotton  belongs  to  foreigners,  ioyals,  or  rebels;  my  orders  are  to  take 
slltbe  cottons  I  may  find.  What  do  you  want  a  receipt  for  I— A.  I  want  a  receipt  to 
prove  (b  the  owners  of  the  cotton,  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  what  has  become  of  their 
property. 

Q.  I  shall  not  give  you  any.  Do  you  sappose  I  do  not  know  you,  Mr.  Le  More  ? 
Ton  have  sold  goods  to  the  Confederacy. — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  firm  Eil.Ganiherin  Jt  Co., 
of  which  I  was  a  partner,  sold  some  cloth  to  tbe  Confederacy  iu  1(^1 ;  but  the  oottons, 
for  whicb  I  am  now  claiming  a  receipt  for  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  have  nothing  to  do 
with  said  firm  of  Ed.  Qauthsrin  &  Co.,  nor  with  the  Confederacy  ;  and  I  have  bought 
those  cottons  and  paid  fur  tbem  iu  mnney.  Besides,  that  the  transaction  of  gray  cloth 
yon  are  speaking  of  has  already  been  decided  in  Waehiugtou  long  ago.  I  have  also 
sent,  ten  days  ago,  a  messenger  to  Ni-w  Orleans,  with  instruction  to  have  all  the  for- 
malities required  by  t)ie  Federal  Giovemmeat  fulfilled,  by  Mr.  Aristide  Hiltenberger, 
of  said  city,  iDStrncting  my  messenger,  when  reaching  the  Federal  lines  at  Vidalia,  to 
communicate  to  the  Federal  authorities  the  documents  he  was  intrusted  with  by  me 
for  New  Orleans,  in  order  to  have  said  cotton  shipped  to  said  city. 

Q.  I  don't  care  when  yon  did  sell  those  clotba,  in  1770  or  in  1861;  and  tnmlDg 
aronnd  and  addressitig  bimaelf  to  some  offloers  he  said;  You  see,  gf'*' '' 
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knowlcdKeB  to  have  sold  cloths  foV  tb<we  cottODB.     I  empfaatically  deofed  the  Cut, 
bnt  h»  insisttMl  od  repeating  thftt  1  had  ao)d  the  clotba  for cotlaa. 

Then  he  aaid  BKain  to  me,  "You  will  have  to  go  toWaabinEton,  uid  1  fcno*  yottwUl 
do  what  joa  can  to  get  back  those  cottone,  but  ae  for  nvarlifl  will  do  mjbeat  to  pre- 
vent it.  I  dou't  know  wh;  foreigners  or  nentrala  Hbonld  have  »  right  to  nake  large 
amoaotB  of  money  in  cotton  when  I  coutd  not  Dij-setf  make  $50,000  in  the  seine  vaj. 
Now  yon  can  leave,  as  1  will  not  give  you  a  receipt."  I  asked  him  then  if  the  cMtco 
was  to  be  sent  to  New  Orleans,  aud  he  told  me  yes.  Tbeil,  a«  it  waa  mora  oonvenieDt 
for  me  to  go  ashore  on  the  little  tng,  ou  board  of  which  he  was  going  himself.  I  aaked 
him  to  allow  me  to  so  on  board  the  same  tng,  to  which  he  very  kindly  gave  bin  coo- 
aeut.  When  arrived  alongside  of  the  Lafayette,  and  when  he  haid  aliaady  told  me 
good-bye,  he  called  mc  back  again  on  his  own  gonboat,  the  I^ayette,  and  then  and 
thn'e  told  me  to  wait  till  his  secretary  had  written  an  affidavit,  which  he  eanaed 
to  be  signed,  not  by  me,  bot  by  M>me  of  his  own  officers.  When  he  dictated  nid  affi- 
davit I  solemnly  protested, in  his  presence  and  in  the  presence  of  those  who  were 
there  at  the  time,  asainst  the  statements  which  hecansed  to  be  written  onder  hisown 
dictation,  requesting  him  at  the  same  time  to  state  I  had  paid  for  said  cotton  in  money. 
He  then  showed  inu  i-ertain  books,  telling  me  to  read  and  examine  thrm,  and  that  I 
aboQid  see  that  I  had  no  right  to  buy. 

Immediately  after  that.  Commander  Foster  offered  me  to  take  aglassof  brandy  and 
water,  which  I  took  with  him  and  three  of  hie  offlcera.  Then  he  told  me:  "Mr.  Le 
More,  please  excuse  me,  but  1  muHt  go  ashore;  yon  may  stay  bere  as  long  as  yon  pleaae, 
and  make  yourself  at  home."  He  lef>,  and  from  that  veiy  moment  I  never  saw  nor 
spoke  with  Commander  James  P.  Foster.  A  short  time  after  I  went  ashore  on  boaid 
a  boat  of  the  gunboat. 

Not  a  single  word  passed  between  ns  wilb  regard  to  the  830  bales  of  cotton  on  Sim- 
moDs'eptHutation.  Of  theseizureofit  1  waaat  thetimennaware.  This  is  a  tone  and 
lailhfut  nnrrative  of  my  interview  with  Commander  James  P.  Foster,  and  of  eoolM 
I  need  not  odd  that  the  affidavit  mentioned  by  him  as  having  been  eigned  by  nw  sod 
giveD  to  bim  by  me  has  never  existed  with  my  signature  upon  it ;  and  I  defy  him  or 

anybody  else  to  produce  any  such  document  in  court"  ---■  '  •■--'■ > '-  -■— '  — 

that  nothing  bnt  what  is  above  staled  ever  took  plac 
Foster  and  myself. 


Filed  Jannary  6,  1%'V. 


JULES  LE  IfOBE. 


DepoeitioD  of  Alfred  Le  More,  in  behalf  of  O.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.,  taken  before  Fted- 

eriok  Antbon,  notary  public  and  special  commissioner,  at  No.  16  Exchange  Place, 

New  York,  ou  the  SUt  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1864. 

'Int.  I.  State  yonr  age,  residence,  and  occupation. — A.  1  am  forty-six  yeai*  old; 
French  citiMD ',  merchant;  I  reside  iu  Paris,  France,  and  temporarily  in  New  York. 

Int.  2.  Are  yoii  aciiuainted  with  the  firm  of  Q.  A.  Lo  More  A,  Co.,  of  Havn, 
FraDce  t — A.  I  am. 

Int.  3.  If  BO,  etiite  how  long  yon  have  been  acquainted  with  said  firm,  and  whether 
yon  have  ever  bad  any  boeiiie>>s  transactions  with  it,  and  what  have  been  yourmeiDi 
of  knowing  the  past  bnsinpiw  trnnsnctions  of  said  Arm. — A.  I  have  been  acqaainted 
with  said  firm  over  teu  yearH.  I  bad  ref^nlar  commercial  transactions  with  it  wheal 
was  a  merchant  in  New  Orleans,  pruvinus  to  the  actual  American  war,  and  I  was  well 
posted  to  know  tbHr  cnntmerdal  intercourse  with  America. 

Int.  4.  Slate  what  connections,  if  any,  jrou  now  have  had,orm^  now  have,  withutd 
firm. — A.  I  have  no  actnal  ooonectiun  with  said  firm,  save  that  I  have  recelvedaicfn- 
eral  power  of  attorney  from  them  to  represent  them  in  the  present  case  now  nindi^ 
in  the  United  States  district  court  of  Illinois,  sitting  in  SpringQeld,  respecting  »■ 
bales  of  cotton  and  S-Zt  bales  of  cotton. 

Int.  f).  State,  If  yon  knocr,  who  composed  said  firm  about  the  months  of  March  and 
April,  1B64,  and  where  xairl  persons  reside  and  have  resided. — A.  The  firm  was  thm 
and  is  now  composed  of  Oiistave  Le  More  and  Leonliue  Le  More,  both  residing  snd 
having  always  resided  in  Havre,  France. 

Int.  6.  State  what  you  may  know,  if  any  thing,  with  regard  totheoottou  transaelioni 
of  said  firm.— A.  When  1  was  in  Franco  I  knew  that  the  firm  of  O.  A.  Le  More  ft  Co- 
sent  orders  to  their  a|;ent,  Jules  Le  More,  for  purchasing  cotton,  which  ootton  hM 
since  been  boufjht  by  him,  and  I  came  over  from  Prance  in  August  last,  with  Oaelafs 
Le  More,  of  said  Arm,  to  assist  him  in  recovering  the  said  cotton,  or  its  prooeedx,  aA«r 
his  firm  has  been  apprised  of  itH  Keizure.  I  came  for  this  special  bnsinesa,  and  I  know 
individually  of  my  onn  knowledge  of  no  other  cotton  transaction. 

Int.  7.  Do  you  know  whether  said  firm  ever  purchased  any  cotton  of  the  *o-«alM 
Confederate  Government  t  If  so,  irhat  do  yon  know  of  the  ooDsidtTatioa,  If  any, 
given  Mid  Confederate  Qovemment  therefort — A.  I  know  the  aald  Arm  never  pa^ 
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,       s  pTincipsI  member  of  Mid  firm,  is  my  own  brother, 

and  althoDftli  I  bad  no  interest  iu  biH  tntDSBctitniH,  yet  he  ftudl  beingklvaysti'getheT 
lor  over  one  f«sr,  I  knew  mueli  of  bia  busineH. 

Int  t).  If  uid  firm  bod  ever  famisbcd  gray  clolh  or  any  other  military  iupplies  to 
the  Mid  Conffxterate  Gorernment,  or  any  of  Ita  affent«,  offlcere,  or  emptoydfl,  wnnld 
be  likely  to  know  it  f  Did  aaid  Arm  ever,  to  your  knonledge,  farnista  gray  cloth  or 
other  article*  contraband  of  war  to  said  CoDfederale  Govemnient  in  exchange  for 
cottouT— A.  I  repeat  that  said  firm  never  furoiehed  any  gray  cinth  or  otlier  mili- 
tary inpplien  to  the  uid  Confederate  GovumtDent,  or  any  of  its  ageiitR,  offlcen,  or 
eiDplo*^,  and  that  if  euob  trsuaHctinn  had  taken  place  I  n'onld  have  known  it. 

Int.  9.  Ar«yon  aoqnainted  with  tbe  firm  of  Ed.  Oantherin  &  Co.,  of  New  OrleaAil 
If  M,  «tBte  whether  said  firm,  to  yonr  knowledge,  ever  furnisbed  any  gray  cloth  to 
tbe  Coofeilerate  Qovernment.  State  all  you  may  know  In  reference  to  thia  matter. — 
A.  I  am.  I  waa  a  partner  of  da  id  firm  for  two  yean  nreviona  tA  its  diasolntion, 
which  took  place  in  December,  1H69.  Said  firm  entered,  in  ItHl,  in  a  grav  cloth 
traniaetion  with  the  so-caltod  Confederate  Oovernment,  and  received  a  settlement 
for  it  in  full  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans  during  the  flnt  fortnight  of  April,  li:*63,  and 
about  a  foitoight  before  the  surrender  of  New  Orleaoe  to  Admiral  Forragut.  The 
payment  waa  made  in  gold  and  amounted  to  ^05,000. 

Cross- interrugatoricB  in  behalf  of  the  United  States : 

<).  1.  Can  yon  state  of  yonr  own  knowled  ge  that  tbe  agent«of  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co* 
Dcver  purchased  any  cotton  of  persons  called  rebels  or  persons  iu  sympathy  with  the  «o- 
ealled  Confederate  Government  f — A.  I  bad  been  in  France  some  time  when  Jnlea 
Le  Hare,  agent  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  bongbt  oottoo  for  said  flnn.  I  bad  no  inter- 
est in  it,  but  In-collect  having  beard  fiumO.  A.  Le  More  that  ho  bad  boneht  from 
&xini  foreigners  the  cott-on  in  Upper  Louisiana,  which  I  am  testifying  to.  It  never 
DCGDned  to  me  to  inquire  of  their  political  sympatb.v  or  antipathy,  and  even  if  I 
had  inquired  mr  brother,  0.  A.  Le  More,  could  Bat  have  informed  me  on  tbe  subject. 

Q.  2.  Were  said  agents  instructed  not  to  parcbase  cotton  of  persons  disloyal  to  the 
United  Slates  Government,  or  did  said  agents  make  it  apart  of  purchases  to  buy  only 
of  loyal  pennnat  If  either  or  both,  state  the  facts  futly. — A.  I  never  beard  or  in-  ' 
qaired  what  special  or  particular  instructious  the  said  firm  had  given  to  thnir  agents 
for  the  parchaae  of  the  cotton  from  loyal  or  disloyal  persons,  but  my  Judgment  tells 
me  that  Q.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  in  their  own  intereer,  could  not  certainty  instruct  their 
^^Dts  to  do  anything  that  misht  bring  them  in  diFBoulty  with  tbe  United  States. 

Q.  3.  Have  you  examined  to  learn,  and  do  yon  know,  what  articles  are  contral^and 
of  warT  Have  you  or  tbe  agents  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  nr  Ed.  Oantherin  A  Co., 
ever  been  inatmcled  on  that  BnbjeotT  If  so,  state  tbe  facts  fnlly.— A.  When  I  wae  a 
partner  of  tbe  firm  of  Ed.  Oantherin  St  Co.,  and  when  the  gray  cloth  CtansactiOD  took 
place,  in  tbe  year  1861,  I  knew,  or  honestly  believed,  sach  artii'lo  mas  not  tbeo  con- 
traband of  war.  6.  A.  Le  More  A^  Co.,  having  nerer  imported  or  entered,  nor  in- 
tended to  import  or  enter,  any  article  or  goods  of  any  kind  whatever.  In  the  States, 
loyal  or  in  rebellion,  have  never,  most  assnredly,  troubled  their  mind  on  the  subject 
of  inqniring  what  articles  were  or  were  not  contraband  of  war. 

Q.  i.  What  articles,  of  auy  kind,  did  O.  A.  Le  Horn  &  Co.,  or  Ed.  Oantherin  d:Co., 
or  their  agents,  or  any  or  ail  of  them,  fnniish  to  the  so-caltfld  Confederate  Govern- 
ment, or  to  persons  in  sympathy  therewith,  either  in  exchange  for  cotton,  for  money, 
nrin  any  other  manner, 'during  tbe  transaction  you  testify  alHintT— A.  I  repeat  again 
(hat  I  am  certain  that  0.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  norer  furnished  any  article  of 
BDykind  to  tbeso-oalled  Confederate  Oovernment,  or  to  persons  in  sympathy  with  it, 
either  in  exchange  for  cotton,  for  money,  nr  iu  any  other  manner.  As  to  the  firm  of 
E<i.  Gantberiu  St.  Co.,  of  New  Orleans,  now  dissolved  for  the  last  two  years,  as  it  bos 
slreaily  been  said,  they  never  hod  but  one  single  transaction  with  the  so-called  Con- 
federate Government,  and  it  is  the  gray  cloth  transaction  already  referred  to,  which 
lock  place  in  iml-l-Si,  and  for  which  tbey  receired  1405,000  In  gold,  in  full  pay- 

Fited  January  5,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cltrk. 

Denosition  of  Edward  Oantherin,  in  behalf  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  taken  before 
William  Henry  Anthon,  special  commissioner,  at  bis  office  in  tbe  city  of  New  York, 

on  the  2lBt  day  of  July,  A.  D.  18l>5. 

Int.  1.  State  yonr  age  and  residence,  and  your  oconpation  during  the  past  font 
jsais.— A.  I  am  an  years  old:  my  residence  is  in  the  city  of  Mexico,  San  Juan  deLetran 
■treet,  bat. am  stopping  in  Ineoity  of  New  York  for  a  short  time.  I  was  tbe  senior 
partner  In  tbe  firm  of  £d.  Ooutherin  &.  Co.,  of  New  Orleans,  until  the  dlssointioii  of 
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Mid  Ann  in  Deoetnber,  1663 ;  siDce  then  I  retired  from  commercial  barincw,  and  wm 
engafftd  in  forming  tbe  Hezican  Bteamsbip  CrnupaD;,  koown  as  the  Hena^eriailn- 
penaTc4  Me:iicaiiaB,  nf  which  1  am  at  present  tbe  director  general. 

Int.  2,  If  you  state  that  yon  were  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherio  &  Co.,  of 
NewOrleauB.  please  Btot«*ho  were  the  members  of  said  firm  in  lti61  and  I8(id;  vbetlwr 
said  firm  bad  any  coimection  with  the  firm  of  O.  A.  Le  More  tc  Co.,  of  HaTre,  France, 
Whetber  yon  have  now,  or  have  had  any  interest  in  said  firm.  Whetbur  said  bnn  of 
G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  have  ever  had  any  bnalueM  transactions  with  tbe  ao'called  Con- 
federate Stalea  of  America,  thmngh  joiir  firm  or  otbcrwise,  or  with  any  of  its  apoU 
or  employ^ ;  and  also  state  what  transactioDB  your  firm  may  have  bad  with  said  Con- 
federate Govcmmeut,  its  olflcers  or  agents.  State  ail  you  ma;  know  on  that  salject.— 
A.'  In  tbe  years  IStil  and  l&Si  the  only  members  of  the  firm  of  Ed.  Oantheria  &■  Co. 
were  myself,  Jules  Le  More,  and  Alfred  Le  More.  Said  firm  of  Ed.  Gantberia&Co., 
never  bud  any  connection  with  thelirtnof  O  A.  Lo  More  A  Co.,  of  Havre,  and  I  never 
had,  nor  have  now,  any  interest  in  said  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  The  Hnn  of  G. 
A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  never  had  any  bnsineae  transactions  of  any  kind  throagh  my  firm, 
nor  olherwlse,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  with  tbe  so-called  Confederate  Gavao- 
ment,  its  ofDcers  or  agents.  Ed.  Gantherin  &.  Co.  had  bnt  one  single  traDsaction  (com- 
mercial) with  tbe  so-called  Confederate  Government.  It  was  a  sray  cloth  traDsaetioii, 
ID  Jul;,  IMil,  which  was  paid  for  in  the  last  part  of  April,  lbe2,  in  the  city  of  Ne« 
Orleans. 

Int.  3.  State  whatever  else  you  may  know  of  material  Interest  to  anyof  theputic*, 
opposing  claimants,  or  the  Guvemment  and  captors,  In  this  suit. — A.  I  haveswted 
all  that  I  know  in  this  matter. 

Cross  interrogatories  in  behalf  of  the  United  States  and  the  captors: 

Cross-int.  1.  If  yon  state  that  yonr  firm  furnished  gray  cloth  or  other  articles  to  tli« 
Confederate  Government,  state  from  whom,  and  how,  and  at  what  place,  yon  obtained 
posfieseion  of  sncb  gray  cloth  or  other  articles,  and  made  delivery  thereof  to  the  Con- 
federate Govemmeut  or  its  agents.  State  what  firm  or  parties  other  than  your  firm, 
if  an;,  had  interest  or  participation  in  that  transaction,  or  its  resnlts,  or  profits  or 
loss. — A.  The  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &.  Co.  never  made  but  one  single  tranneliaD 
(which  was  a  commercial  one)  with  tbe  so-called  Confederate  Government.  It  was  a 
gray  cloth  transaction,  in  I'-fil.  This  cloth  was  bought  by  ouiselvea  personally,  frran 
several  manufactnrers  in  Belginm,  payable  on  terms,  and  was  paid  for  in  tbe  geld  n- 
ceived  from  the  Bank  of  New  OrleauH,  in  settlement  of  said  traiisactioo.  Said  gn^ 
cloth  was  shipped  by  myself  from  Marst-illes  to  Matamoraa,  and  woa  ilelivntd  at 
Matamoras  to  Captaiu  Sharkey,  appointed  for  the  pnTpose  b;  W.  Witniore  (or  With- 
mure),  assistant  quartermaster  general  of  the  so-called  Confedetac;,  in  the  cit;  of  New 
Orleans,  at  the  time.  No  other  firm  or  partlea  other  than  m;  firm  of  Ed.  Qantheiin 
&  Co.  bad  any  interest  or  participation  in  said  transaction,  or  its  resalta,  or  its  profita 
or  loss. 

Cross- int.  'i.  State  particularly  and  fully  what  commercial  dealings  and  inteiccaiM 
bad  taken  place  between  your  firm  or  that  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sc  Co.,  of  Havre,  prior 
to  the  month  of  April,  A.  D.  tB64 ;  and  whether  the  said  firoi,  in  Havre,  has  been  si 
any  time  iu  special  commercial  correspondence  with  yon  ;  and  if  so,  in  relation  to 
what  dealings  T — A.  When  my  firm  of  Ed.  Oantb«rin  &  Co,  was  in  exiet«nue  in  K»w 
Orleans,  from  185(i  to  lH(iS,  we  hod  no  more  commeroial  iutercourse  or  epeeiat  cms- 
mercial  correspondeDoe  with  the  French  firm  of  G.  A,  Le  More  &,  Co.  tban  we  bsd 
with  several  other  firms  in  said  place  of  Havre,  or  in  Marseilles,  or  Liverpool,  or  Ant- 
werp. Of  course  said  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.  having  been  dissolved  in  DeeembWi 
1B7S,  could  not  or  did  not  transact  an;  business  in  1863  or  1B64, 

Filed  July  SJ5,  IB65. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CWL 

Deposition  of  Qnstave  A.  Le  More,  in  bebalf  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.,  taken  befbre 

Johu  8.  Hunt,Uuited  States  vice-consul  at  Havre.  " '-' '— ' 

assisted  b;  Thomas  Taylor,  United  States  dispati 
terpreter,  on  tbe  !Mth  day  of  August,  A.  D.  1865. 

Question  I.  State  yonr  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation. — Answer.  Ttiat  bi> 
name  is  Gustavo  Andre  Le  More ;  that  he  is  43  years  of  age,  and  that  be  reMdee  U 
Havre,  and  is  b;  occopation  a  merchant. 

Q.  1!.  What  connection,  if  any,  have  you  with  the  firm  of  G.  A,  Le  More  ft  Ca,  of 
Havre,  France  T — A,  That  he  is  the  manager  in  tbe  firm  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.,  of 
Havre.  " 

Q.  3.  Are  ;on  acquainted  with  affairs  and  business  of  said  flrra  f  If  so,  stats  the 
means  of  your  knowledge,  and  who  comp^lsedsaid  firm;  and  what  control  or  tuonaKS- 
ment,  if  any,  does  LeontineLe  More  have  in  said  SrmT-'-A.  Thatheis  wellacqaainIM 
with  tbe  affairs  and  tineiuess  of  tbe  said  firm,  iDOsraneh  as  be  Is  bead  aDdoetlvepsrl- 
nerlbereof.    That  biBsiat«r,  Leontine  Le  More,  is  merelya  silent  partnst.  in  tbe  said 
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Gnn,  Mid  aa  mch,  does  not  exeroUe  any  control  or  maoagement  in  the  ImHineoa  of  tha 

Q.  4.  Do  yon  know  nhelber  Jalea  Le  Hoie  was  ever  appointed  an  agent  of  said 
firm  to  bny  cotton  in  America  T  If  you  answer  tbut  he  was,  ^leasn  produce  copies  of 
such  I«ttera  of  agency  or  appointment  aa  may  bave  been  fnniiBlied  to  bim.  Slate  all 
joa  may  kuow  in  reference  to  the  matter. — A.  Ye»;  Julea  Le  More  was  appointed  asent 
of  hia  aaid  honse  for  tbe  purclaase  of  cottons  in  America ;  that  he  wbh  bo  appointed,  at 
hiH  own  solicitation,  aa  per  hie  letter  dated  MatamoraB.  2Uth  May,  1S('^,  a  copy  of 
which  ie  here  prodnced,  marked  A.  That  the  document  hereto  annexed,  marked  B, 
ia  a  copy  of  the  letter  of  hia  aaid  house  of  G.  A.  I^e  More  &  Co.  appoint iog  naid  Jnlea 
Le  More  their  agent,  and  that  the  letter  marked  C  is  a  true  copy  of  that  nf  hU  said 
firm  to  A.  Tertrou,  of  Matamoras,  iikenifta  here  producfd,  being  a  letter  of  credit,  in 
fkTor  of  said  Jules  I^e  More,  for  the  purchase  of  cottons  In  America.  That  thrae  two 
last  letters  fully  deline  the  powers  conferred  on  the  aaid  Jules  Lie  More,  and  fully  ex- 
plain the  business  with  which  he  was  charged. 

Q.  5.  State  whether  or  not  the  said  firm  hod  any  correspondence  or  buaineBa  trans- 
actiona  with  the  rebel  Government,  its  ofhcers  or  agents,  or  ever  authorized  any  per- 
son for  them,  to  correspond  or  transact  any  business  with  the  rebel  Goverumeut,  its 
offlceTB  or  agents.  Whether  or  not  said  firm  ever,  by  theuiselves  or  their  agents,  fur- 
Dished  any  snpplies,  gray  cloth,  munitions  of  war,  or  any  article  of  commerce  contra- 
band of  war.  Slate  all  yon  may  know  on  this  subject.— A.  That  the  said  Brm  of  G. 
A.  Le  More  dc  Co.,  nor  any  member  thereof,  never  had  any  correspondence  or  business 
traoBaetiouB  with  the  rebel  Government,  itsofBcersor  agents,  nor  ever  authorized  any 
JMTBOD  for  them  to  correspond  or  transact  any  business  with  the  rebel  Governoieat, 
Its  officers  or  agents,  nor  ever  by  themselves  or  their  agents  furnished  any  supplies  of 
gt^y  cloth,  munitions  of  war,  or  any  articles  of  commerce  contraband  of  ivar,  to  the 
said  rebel  Government,  its  officers  or  agents,  and  that  he  knows  nothing  whatever  of 
said  rebel  Government,  its  officers  or  agents. 

Q.  6.  Has  said  firm  ever  been  connected  with  the  firm  of  Ed.  Gantheriu  dc.  Co.,  late 
of  New  Orleans,  or  ever  held  any  partnership  relations  with  s^d  firm  I^ — A.  That  the 
house  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  has  never  been  interested  in  business  with  the  firm  of 
Ed.  Oantherin  Sl  Co.,  late  of  New  Orleans,  nor  ever  held  any  partnership  Tvlatious 
with  the  said  firm. 

ft-  7.  State  anything  elae  yon  may  know  of  material  interest  to  any  of  the  parties 
to  this  suit. — A.  That  he  knows  nothing  more. 

CroeB-lnt«rrogatories  In  behalf  of  the  Unit«d  States  and  naval  captors: 

Crosa-int.  1.  State  what  interest  you  have  in  the  result  of  this  suit A.  That,  as  the 

maoa^  of  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  he  is  interested  in  this  suit, 
the  said  house  being  the  ri)(htful  owners  and  claimants  of  830  bales  of  cotton  and  323 
bales  of  cotton  in  the  cause  at  issue  and  now  pending  in  the  district  eonrt  of  the 
United  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois.  That  he  proceeded  to  the  United 
Slates  in  person  last  year  in  regArd  to  these  cottons,  and  had  an  interview  with  tbe 
honorable  William  H,  Seward,  Secretary  of  State  of  the  ITnite^t  States,  at  Washing- 
ton, in  connection  therewith,  as  also  with  the  French  minister  at  that  city.  That  he 
bad  never  cro!«ed  the  Atlantic,  and  that  the  importance  and  gravity  of  the  business 
in  question  alone  induced  him  to  nndi-rtake  so  long  a  voyage,  and  thns  abandon 
momentarily  the  aJTairs  of  his  firm  at  Havre. 

Ccosa-int.  H.  If  you  stale  as  to  the  business  operations  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.  in 
buyiug  cotton  in  America  during  the  late  rebellion,  is  such  information  derived  from 

¥}ur  knowledge  of  facts,  or  f^m  what  G.  A.  Le  More  dc  Co.  may  hav^e  told  you  T — A. 
hat  hedetiveshis  information  from  his  personal  knowledge  of  the  afiairsof  his  honae. 
Croas-int.  3.  If  yon  swear  to  letters,  state  whether  snch  letters,  to  yonr  own  per- 
sonal knowledge,  are  truly  dated,  or  whether  such  letters  bear  a  fictitious  date. — A. 
That  to  his  personal  knowledge  the  letters  prodnced  by  him,  marked  B  and  C,  both 
dated  July  'J4,  1863,  are  truly  dated,  having  been  written  and  signed  by  him  petBon- 
ally,  in  the  name  of  his  firm,  and  were  on  the  same  day  copied  into  the  press  copy- 
book of  his  said  house  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co. 

Crosa-int.  4.  When  did  yun  laat  see  Jules  Le  More  in  France,  and  did  he  llicD  bav« 
uiy  connection  with  tbe  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.  f— A.  That  Jules  he  More  was 
iu  Prance  for  the  last  time  in  1B61 ;  that  at  that  time  he  had  no  connection  whatever 
with  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  nor  has  he  ever  at  any  time  been  a  partaeror 
tDlereated  In  any  manner  iu  the  said  firm. 

Crots-int.  5.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  agent  nf  the  so-called  Confederate  Ooverament 
was  in  confidential  business  communication  with  "the  firm  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 
daring  tbe  late  rebellion  f— A.  It  is  not  true  that  the  agent  of  tbe  so-callod  Confeder- 
ate Oovernmont  was  in  confidential  business  communicatiou  with  the  firm  of  G.  A. 
LeUore  it  Co.,  of  Havre,  during  the  late  rebellion.  That  the  said  firm,  nor  any  mem- 
ber of  the  same,  has  never  at  any  time  seen  or  known  any  agent  or  agents  of  the 
■o- called  Confederate  Government,  or  ever  had  any  correspondence  or  business,  direct 
or  iadiroot,  with  the  so-called  Confederate  Government,  its  agent  or  agents. 
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CloBB  int.  6.  8t«te  in  what  partionlftr  brADcli  of  comraeroe  w«a  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le 
More  &  Co.  engaged  prior  to  the  time  tbey  elsim  to  have  pnroha«ed  eotton  in  laa- 
icA  throngh  tbcir  agent,  JhIi^b  Ln  Hore.— A.  That  the  bnainew  of  G.  A.  Le  Uon  * 
Co.  faBBBlwaya  been  uf  a  anlfona  obnraeter,  viz,  eonimiwion  bnidDflM,  tbe  fonratding 
of  goods,  and  tbe  importation  of  American  prodocta,  prineipidl;  of  ooUon. 

Cmas-int.  7.  Is  it  not  true  that  Ja)es  Le  Mora  haa  been,  auriog  aaTOTKl  jsan  prior 
to  18G4,  an  active  busineM  man,  duing  bumoeaa  for  himself  botb  In  thia  oonnttr  aod 
in  FranceT— A.  That  prior  to  the  year  1H63,  and  not  in  1IM4,  Jalea  Le  Mofe  «u  a 

Eartner  in  tlie  house  of  Ed.  Oautberin  A.  Co.,  of  New  Orleani,  and  that  that  Ann  did 
iiainess  with  Prancn,  but  not  in  Franca. 

Crosa-int,  ri.  Did  you  ever  know  of  Jnles  I>e  More  acting  ••  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  Hon 
A  Co.  prior  to  IHM 1 — A,  That  for  his  answer  to  tbia  orosa-interrogataij  he  refcn  to 
hia  reply  to  tlie  fourth  direct  interrogatory. 

Cn>H-int.  9.  When  did  you  first  hear  of  tbe  claim  of  G.  A.  )>  More  &  Co.  to  thf 
cotton  now  in  controversy,  and  how  did  yon  hear  of  itf — A.  That  by  letter  leecind 
on  the  341b  of  May,  1K64,  from  K.  N.  Montardier.  of  New  Orieana,  dated  tBth  April, 
■ame  year,  he  was  Informed  that  the  cotton  of  hia  said  bonse  waa  seiaed ;  and  IbM 
on  tbe  2titb  May,  1S64,  be  then,  in  tbe  name  of  his  said  fimi  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co., 
made  and  addtesaed  bis  claim  for  said  cott«iis  direct  to  the  Secretary  of  State  of  tb* 
United  States,  aa  also  throngh  tbe  French  Government  at  Paris. 
CrMa-iDtenogatorieB  in  behalf  of  Withenbory  A.  Doyle : 

Croee-iat.  1.  State  what  goods  were  forwarded  by  said  SftSj  or  any  member  of  it.  t» 
£d.  Gantberin  A,  Co.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  or  to  any  member  of  it,  or  their  acant,  in  tb* 
yeanDWL,  ItKB,  and  JHS),  or  t^  Jnle«  LeMore.  Describe  the  gooda,  their  qnaatilj. 
and  their  use. — A.  That  he  does  not.  fully  nndeiatand  it;  bat  if  it  refon  to  tbe  baai- 
neoetraDSBctionBof  Ueasra.  Withenbury  &  Doyle,hedoes  not  know  anything  whatenr 
connected  with  them  or  their  bfudneaa ;  bnt  if  it  haa  reference  to  hia  firm  of  Q.  A  Ls 
.  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  he  knows  that  neither  hia  said  house  nor  any  member  tbemrf 
ever  shipped  any  goods,  of  whatever  nature  or  kind,  to  the  houae  of  Ed.  GantbtriD  & 
Co.,  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  nor  to  any  member  or  agent  of  that  firm,  nor  to  Jalfa  L* 
More,  during  the  yean  1S61,  166^,  and  1863. 

Crots-inL  2.  How  were  said  goods  paid  forT  ...   . 

inl    If  in  draft,  give  the  name  of  the  drawer  of  the  draft,  i. . 

on  whom  drawn,  and  to  whose  order.  Annex  the  original,  if  in  exisianee,  or  a  am 
copy,  certified  by  the  officer  taking  tbia  de{Kieltion.  State  to  what  point  said  goolt 
were  shipped,  to  whom  shipped,  aud  annex  tbe  bill  of  lading  or  other  evidence  of 
shipment,  and  also  tbe  letters  or  otbor  evidence  of  the  receipt  of  said  gooda.— A.  TTiit 
'  '         '      o  tlje  preceding  cross-in terrogatory  applien  to  this  cross- interrwaioir. 

. —  ..  .,___. ,,  ..__^„f[;g  j.__- ..  ^.    ^..^. 


Croas  interrogatory  3.  If  you,  or  said  bonse  of  Le  More  &,  Co.,  or  any  ooe  for  tbtm. 

so-ealled  go*- 


sbtpped  any  goods  which  were  sold  or  traded  by  anv  one  to  the  agents,  servanta, 

-aa i.i ii.j  ^._f.j ..    n ..I. >,.     —to  that 11—1  — 


emment  itself,  please  state  of  wliat  the  goods  consisted.  ... 
and  the  quality-  Please  also  say  who  paid  for  tbem,  bow  payment  waa  made,  in 
what,  and  annex  copies  of  the  bills  or  other  evidence  of  payment ;  or  state  wbo  wm 
the  drawee,  wbo  waa  tbe  drawer,  on  what  place  drawn,  whore  drawn,  tbe  date,  and 
the  amount.  Answer  categorically  each  question. — A.  That  bis  said  firm  of  0.  A.  Ls 
More  A,  Co.,  nor  himself  individaalJy,  nor  hiseisler,  LeoutioeLe  More,  nor  any  agest 
of  his  said  ftrm,  himself,  at  his  said  sister,  never  baving  shipped,  sold,  or  traded  la 
the  agents,  servants,  or  officers  of  the  so-called  Confederate  Government  of  America, 
or  to  that  so-calted  Confederate  Governmi-nt,  any  goode,  of  whatever  natare  or  kind, 
that  be  therefore  cannot  furnish  tbe  explanations  demanded  by  tbia  ciosa-interroga- 
tory. 

Croaa-lDt.  4.  If  yon,  or  said  bouse  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.,  sent  any  money  to  Jules 
Le  More,  in  those  years,  to  be  used  in  the  purchoso  of  cotton,  pleaae  say  Id  what  that 
money  consisted,  whether  in  coin  or  drafts,  or  bills  of  excbaose ;  if  in  coin,  annex 
copies  of  the  receipt,  or  bill  of  lading,  or  other  evidence  of  Its  sbi^nientto  him,  or  it 
Id  drafts  or  bills,  annex  them,  or  duplicates,  or  copies  of  tliom,  or  if  unable  to  annex 
origluals  or  cnpins,  then  give  the  names  of  the  drawer,  the  drawee,  the  number,  tbe 
date,  tbe  amount,  and  tbe  place  on  which  drawn.— A.  That  for  bis  answer  to  this  In- 
terrogatory he  reffrs  to  the  fourth  direct  interrogatory ;  that  bis  said  Arm  of  G.  A 
Le  More  A  Co.  paid  for  tbo  cotton  purchased  for  said  boiiHe  by  its  agent,  Jalea  Le 
More,  tio  the  satisfaction  of  the  sellers  thereof,  in  proof  of  wbioll  tbey  were  deliveced 
to  the  said  agent,  wbo  bad  them  in  his  custody  several  weeks  prior  to  their seitare 
by  the  United  Btates  authorities, 

Cresa-int.  G.  If  you  answer  the' fourth  direct  interrogatory  that  Jnles  Le  More  wsi 
the  agent  of  said  Hrm  of  Le  More  A.  Co.,  please  stale  how  yoD  knew  he  wae,  and  fram 
whom  and  at  what  time  you  first  learned  it.  What  sort  of  an  agency  waa  it  I  Wss 
it  general  or  special  f  How  whs  it  created,  in  writing  or  otherwise  t  Pleaae  prodnee 
tbe  writing,  and  annex  it  to  this  cross-interrogatory.    When  waa  it  nada  aod  •!•- 
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know  of  Ibeir  (cenuiQenesa,  »Dd  who  wrote  them,  and  wbeo  were  tbey  n 
w«ra  yon  pi««eiit  when  tbe.r  weie  written  1 — A.  That  he  lefera  to  bis  reply  te  \ae 
foarth  direct  interrogatory,  aud  te  the  copies  of  the  letten  prodaced  by  him  for  hla 
answai  to  thia  interroKfttery. 

Crow-iDt.  Ci.  Wbat  ititereat  h»ve  ^oa  in  the  reault  of  tfaii  aait  T— A.  That  ble  tepty 
to  thia  interrogatory  wilt  be  fonod  id  hlsdnewerte  theflratotOBS-interrogatory  in  bo- 
half  of  the  Uuilnrt  Htates  nod  naval  capton. 

Cnwa-iot.  7.  What  iuterest  has  Jiilea  Le  More  in  the  SQbJeet-matter  of  this  saitl 
WhftI  inteiest  hu  he  in  the  hnn  ae«s  of  O.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.,  and  what  had  he  in  or 
■boDt  the  middle  of  March  or  in  April,  I8M 1 — A.  That  Jules  Le  Morebaa  no  Interest 
whatever  in  the  result  of  the  snit  in  question  ;  and  that  be  lias  do  iutereat  in  the 
bosinvM  of  the  honse  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  nor  did  be  have  any  interest  in  the 
basiDMi  of  the  said  firm  in  the  middle  of  March  or  April  of  the  year  1864. 

OroaB-tnt.  B.  State  the  extent  of  the  cash  meana  of  aald  firm  of  Q.  A.  Le  Mom  &  Co. 
daring  the  years  li:f61,  1662,  ISIS,  and  18&4,  your  means  of  iaformntiou,  aud  how  yon 
dcriTed  it.— A.  That  he  considers  that  no  one  liaa  tlie  right  to  put  ancb  a  question  to 
him ;  that  his  eaab  means  and  those  of  his  honae  have  alwaya  been  aneb  as  to  enable 
his  firm  to  do  honor  to  all  its  commerciul  transactions. 

Croas-int.  9.  Was  Lrontine  Le  More  a  full,  active  member  of  the  firm,  and  what 
were  her  cash  means T  Did  she  have  any  interest  in  furnishing  any  goods  to  the  Con- 
federate Government T — A.  That  Leontine  Le  More  being  a  silent  partner  in  the  firm 
of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  C^o..  of  Havre,  t>he  cannot,  according  U>  the  laws  nf  France,  take 
any  active  part  in  the  bnstness  transactions  of  the  firm,  or  Interfere  in  any  way  with 
them  ;  and  that  she,  to  his  positive  hnowledge,  has  never  bad  any  interest  of  any 
bind  in  famishing  any  goods  to  the  Confederate  Goverument. 

Crosa-int.  10.  Siate  whether  this  Bian  had  any  intenwt  in  any  shipment  of  any  gray 
cloth  to  Havana  or  Hatamoros  in  the  years  Ittil  or  1B6S,  and  wbicn  was  sold  or  de- 
livered to  the  agents,  ofilcera,  or  servants  of  the  sO'Culled  Conft^dernte  Oovemmeut ; 
who,  in  America,  made  the  purchase,  to  whom  sold,  for  how  mach,  and  how  was  it 
paid  for;  and  to  whom  delivered,  and  at  what  place  delivered,  and  how  did  it  reach 
that  place,  whether  by  ships  oi  otherwise,  Btale  which.— A.  That  this  said  firm  of  . 
0.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  never  hsd  any  Interest  in  any  shipment  of  gray  cloth  to  Havana 
or  Uatamoroe  In  yeara  IBiil  or  186S,  nor  at  any  other  time,  and  oonseqnently  he  is  nn- 
able  to  reply  to  the  remainder  of  this  interrogatory. 

Filed  September  II,  J8K. 

GEO.  P.  BOWBN,  Cltrk. 

Sthibit  A,  Ttferrtd  to  i»  depoHtittn  of  GiuUtve  A.  Le  Mora, 

[TIsBavus-l 

Hatamohob,  so  tnai  1B63. 
Ueaafeon  O.  A.  Lr  Mors  &  Co.,  Havre: 

Mkmiicdrs  XT  Amis:  Alnai  ijne  vona  en  oves  6t6  informal,  j'ai  at 
Orleans  il  y  a  quelqnes  semaines,  n'y  voyant  plus  rien  il  y  fsire  di 
aais  Venn  de  ce  cAt6-ci  voir  s'il  n'y.anrait  pas  qaelguea  operations  cotuun'i&rrea'^ 
^Ublir. 

Efaprin  ce  que  J'at  pn  i6jk  observer,  il  doit  y 
senlemenl  en  schetant  dn  coton  msis  en  allant  sni 
dans  la  Haute  Lonisiane,le8  frsisde  d^placenient  i 
compfus^s  lareement  par  le  cn&t  priu  ' 

Dans  I'eBpoir  qne  vons  vondrez  bien  uiiiiser  mes  scrviceH,  je  ne  vous  chargei 


utiliser  mea  scrvicew,  je  n  

commission  d'achat  5  pr.  ot.,  tandia  qn'il  y  a  dee  personnes  qui  chargent  7^  pr, 
ct.,  demenrant  oh  lea  achats  s«  font  hors  de  Matamoraa. 

J'si  fait  ici'la  oonnaissance  do  M.  A.  Tertron.  qni  a'occnpe  d'affaires  aveb  rinti^rient 
du  MexianeetaveoIsHavane.  11  m'adonn^icomprendreque  parson  InterniMiaire 
il  srrait  facile  de  se  pimnrer  les  fonds  n^cessaires  anx  achats  poiirvotre  compte,  moy- 
en nan t  commission  d'avanceaet  nn  int^rAt  deBpr.  ot.Jusqu'k  I'^poquede  IVmbarque- 
ment  dea  cotoua,  ^poqiie  A  loqnelle  on  se  rembonrserait  sur  voua  payable  i^COJoura  de 
vne  daoa  Loudres  oa  Paris. 

Pour  votre  goovcrne,  les  sterlings  sont  d'un  placement  plna  facile  et  giSndralement 
plug  avantageux  qoe  les  francs. 

On  pent  actaellement  calcnler  ici,  rendu  &bord  da  navire,  le  middling  h  environ  32 
cents  en  or,  J'eatime  qne  nour  tendre  dn  ooton  an  Havre  via  Havana  il  faudrait 
sjonter  10  centa  pat  lb.  envfion. 

Bu  achetaut  snfBaamiueut  ponr  le  chargemeot  d'on  navire  qn'on  pourrait  fooileinent 
faite  veoir  de  1*  Havane,  cela  ne  coQteralt  gu^res  que  6  4  EI  cents.  Vooe  ponrrei 
n'adreaaer  vos  lettres  voie  de  la  Havane,  aux  soins  on  sous  convert  de  MM.  V.  Pret»t 
^  Co.,  de  MataiDoraa.  .v-,.^1 
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C'est  la  maDifere  la  pins  prompte  et  it  pen  pr^  la  plaa  %tkie  de  me  fain  parrenirTM 
lettrm.  II  n';  a  lien  &  fairs  ioi  ponrl'importation  Franfaiae;  la  place  eat  enoombrfr 
de  marchiitidisM  de  tontes  soften,  eC  beancnnp  d'articlea  poarraient  btn  acheMs  ta- 
dessona  du  |irix  coutant  cles  ports  d'expnrtation,  les  fluetnations  soot  inorojablM.  A 
mon  arrive  icl  la  farine  ne  payait  jusqa'ft  t70  le  baril,  ai^ourd'hni  on  troove  difflcile- 
ment  preneur  it  $30. 

Les  boia  seuls  toiijaura  rcchercb&t  par  snlte  de  raccraisaemeot  extraoidinaira  <1« 
popnlation  qae  prend  cotte  ville,  ee  qui  o^essite  des  coDsu-actioiiB  de  maiaoos  de  iDvm 

C4t«H. 

Sans  plus  et  dans  I'attente  d'noe  repouse  &vorable,  jsTonasalne,  Ueuienisetamis, 
bfen  aCTectuenseDieDt, 

JULES  LE  UOEE. 

Filed  September  11, 1665. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  C?«rt. 

'      [Via  HKTiiiia._TnBiUUaD.| 

Matahobab,  3fag  SO,  1663. 
Messrs.  Q.  A.  Lb  Mork  &  Cu.,  Satire : 

Gentlbmen  and  Friends  :  Aa  you  have  beeninfonaed,!  have  t^uitted  Heir  Orliam 
some  neokfl  siaoe,  Dot  seeiag  for  a  foog  time  anytbiag  more  to  do  there,  aud  I  havecoEiK 
in  this  direvtiun  to  see  if  there  Bhoulduot  be  some  operations  in  cotton  to  eatabliih. 

Alter  n'liat  I  have  beea  already  able  to  observe,  there  mnat  be  mooey  to  be  nude, 
nut  only  in  buying  cotton  on  deposit  here,  but  in  Koing  especially  into  the  iaterioi  ol 
Texas,  and  even  into  Upper  LoQiBiana;  the  ezpenaed  of  deposit  and  transport,  alchoogb 
very  high,  being  lar|;uly  compenaated  by  the  first  cost- 
In  the  hope  that  yon  would  please  to  avail  of  my  services,  I  would  only  charge  yoa 
a  bnyer'a  commisaion  of  5  per  cent.,  while  there  are  persons  who  charge  7-1  per  cent. 
from  the  moment  when  the  pnrchases  are  made  onlside  of  Matamoras. 

I  have  made  here  the  acquaintance  of  Mr.  A.  Tertrou,  who  is  engaged  in  bnuana 
with  the  interior  of  Mexico  and  with  Havana. 

He  has  given  me  to  undeiatand  that,  by  hia  intervention,  it  would  be  easy  to  pnteim 
ftanda  neceaaary  for  the  purchases  for  your  account  by  means  of  a  oonunissioD  upas 
advances  and  an  intoreMt  at  ^  per  cent.,  until  the  time  of  the  shipment  of  the  cotton, 
at  which  time  they  would  be  reimbursed  npou  juu,  payable  at  60  days'  aight  in  Lon- 
don or  Paris. 

For  your  government,  sterling  bills  are  of  a  more  easy  disposal  aud  more  geiwnlly 
advantageous  than  francs. 

It  can  be  actually  calonlated  here  that  the  middling  can  be  delivered  on  ship-boaid 
at  about  Zi  cents  iu  gold. 

I  estimate  that  to  deliver  cotton  at  Havre,  via  Havaua,  aboat  10  cents  per  poond 
must  be  added.  In  biiyiDK  euouRli  to  load  a  vessel,  which  may  be  easily  eaiuid  to 
oome  from  Havana,  that  would  hardly  cost  but  5  to  6  oenia.  Yod  can  addraa  im 
your  letters  by  the  way  of  Havana,  to  the  care  or  under  cover  of  Messrs.  J.  PretM  A 
Co.,  of  Hatamoras.  This  is  the  most  prompt,  and  almoat  the  sorest  manner  of  making 
lettera  reach  me. 

There  ia  nothing  to  do  here  in  the  way  of  French  iniportations ;  the  place  is  tSxi 
with  goods  of  all  sorts,  and  many  articles  could  be  bonght  below  ttie  cost  price  ■dbt 
ports  of  exportation.     The  fluctuations  are  ineredible. 

At  my  arrival  here  flour  cost  about  |T0  per  barrel,  and  to-day  takers  at  tSOin 
foniM  with  difflcnlty. 

Timber  only  is  always  in  demand,  by  reason  of  the  extraordinary  inonase  of  pops- 
latiun  which  this  city  receives,  and  which  makes  necessary  the  baUdlng  of  hoosisot 
all  aides. 

Withont  more,  and  awaiting  a  favorable  response  on  yoor  part,  I  aalate  you,  gni- 
tlemen  and  friends,  very  aflectionately. 

JULES  LE  MOBE. 

E^ibit  B,  refgrrtd  to  in  JqpwilioK  of  Gastove  A.  Le  More. 

[Copie  da  lettnM  Va.  30,  folio  US.  [ 

Havme,  S4  pallid  ISGl 
Monsieur  Jules  Lb  More,  Matamorat : 

Monsieur  :  Nous  venons  par  ces  pr£sentes  voas  aatoriser  it  faireponr  notreecnpt* 
des  achats  de  colon  k  Matamoras,  dans  le  Texasi  et  dans  la  Haute  Loniaians,  n'sic^ 
dant  paa  (2,601)  bis.)  deux  mille  cinq  cents  balles  poor  m'Atre  rcudues  en  Enropa  t 
deox  A'anoa  oinqnaote  centimes  le  demi  kilogramme,  Totre  oommiHiaiideeinq  poor 
cent  comprise,  ponr  sorts  middling  Liverpool. 
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Soiu  ee  pli  sons  vons  remettons  uoe  lettre  tods  accnditent  snprte  de  Honaieur  A. 
Tertron  pour  fairs  face  am  dita  acliata.  Nous  teuooDa  beauconp  &  ua  qao  lea  tiroges 
RDr  nous  ne  se  faaeent  qii'an  moment  de  rexpriditinn  dea  cotous,  ot  comme  il  eat  k 
notre  eooDaiaaniice  qu'uu  MexiquB  on  pent  se  procuTer  de  I'argent  &  intdrtSt  luoyennant 
nne  counnisHlou,  voux  devez  preudre  touB  lea  arrAQgeineuts  ndceiisanes  pour  proBter 
de  ««tte  facility;  nne  comniti>aion  mfime  nn  pen  forte  payde  par  coite  operatJOD  noua 
paralt  pr6fdrab]e  auz  iocoav^nieDtB  d'lin  Iouk  d£couv«i't  vn  Giirupe. 

Nona  ue  uauK  ^teodona  pa«  davautage  &  cct  figard,  ayant  pleine  conflance  dana  I'ha- 
bilit^  de  tos  agiaaeroenta  que  noaa  aaucCioouona  &  I'aviuice. 

Noua  vans  prAaentona,  Mooaienr,  noa  aalutationa  ompreM^es,  ' 

G.  A.  L£  HOHE  &.  Co. 

Filed  September  11,  1865. 

GEOBQE  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

[Cop;  of  leUen  No.  SO,  fallo  Itfi.— TruiUtioD.I 

Havbb,  24  Julg,  1BS3. 
Mr.  JuLEB  Lk  More,  Matamortu: 

Sir:  We  come  by  tbeae  preaente  to  authorize  yontomabeforonracconnlpnrchasea 
of  cottnD  at  Matamora«,  In  Texaa,  and  iu  Upper  LoniHiana,  not  exceediDg3,500baIea, 
to  be  delivered  in  Europe,  at  S  franca  and  5(1  centimea  the  half  kilograni,  yonr  com- 
miaaion  uf  5  per  cent,  included,  for  Liverpool  middling  clauaea. 

Under  thia  cover  ne  send  you  a  letter  accrediting  yon  wltli  Mr.  A.  Teitroa,  tomeet 
said  pnrchoMS. 

We  are  very  snxiona  that  tbeae  drafta  on  na  should  not  be  made  nDtil  the  moment 
of  the  deapatch  of  the  cottona,  and  as  it  la  witbin  your  knowledge  that  in  Mexico 
money  can  be  procnred  upon  ititrrest,  by  lueaua  of  a  comoiiBaion,  you  ought  to  make 
all  the  neceaaary  arrangnmenta  to  avail  of  this  facility. 

AGominiiiBioii,even  a  little  high,  paid  in  tbia  operation,  appears  to  na  preferable  to 
the  iDoouTeDienctj  of  lying  long  out  of  the  fiinda  in  Enrupe. 

We  do  not  nay  more  upon  this  point,  having  full  couQdeuoe  in  the  skill  of  your  pro- 
ceedings, which  we  saoctlun  in  advance. 

We  present  you,  sir,  oar  eaniest  salatatfona. 

O.  A.  LE  HOBE  &,  Co. 

Exhiba  C,  referred  U>  in  dep«ntion  of  Onetime  A.  Le  Mere. 

ICople  da  lattn*  Vo.  M,  folio  1M.J 

HATBK,>»{{Id341863. 
Monaienr  A.  Tzrtrou,  Mateuwrat : 

Homsixdr:  Notre  agent,  H.  Jules  Le  More,  se  i-eudant  an  Mexique  et  dans  la  Haute 
Loaiaiane,  pour  cffeeto^r  des  acbata  de  cot«D  pour  notre  coiupte,  nous  venons  par  cea 
prdaentee  I'accrMiter  aupr^s  de  vous  pour  le  reuibouraement  desdita  achats ;  il  s'en- 
lendra  avec  vous  &  cet  pgsrd  et  nous  sanctioniiODB  d'avancc  les  engagements  qn'il 
poarra  prendre  avec  vous,  suit  quo  vous  Ini  fassiez  des  avances  ponr  notre  coropte  en 
compte  conrant  &  un  int^rAt  n  exc^daut  pss  A  pr.  ct.  I'an,  et  one  commiaaion  de 
dteonverl  &  ddhattre  eulre  lai  et  voos,  soitqne  voua  vous  reutboursiez  sur  noua,  pay- 
able dans  Paris  ou  dana  Londrea,  an  fiir  et  k  nieaote  de  I'fch^anoe  de  cea  traitea  pour 
netre  compte. 

Nona  Toaa  pr^sentons,  Monsieur,  Doe  civlltda  empreaeeiSa. 

Q.  A.  LE  MOBE  &  Co. 

FUed  September  U,  16dG. 

GEOBGE  P.  BOWEN,  ClarJt. 

[Copy  of  latlara  No.  M,  fallo  ItS-TruuUUoo.l 

Havrk,  Aly  24,  1863. 
Mr.  A.  Tkbtrou,  MaUtnorae: 

Sib  ;  Onr  agent,  Mr.  Julea  Le  More,  going  to  Mexico  and  Into  Upper  Lonieiaua  to 
make  purchaaea  of  cotton  for  our  account,  we  come  by  these  presenta  to  accredit  him 
with  yon  for  the  reimbiiTaemeot  of  said  purchaaea.  tie  will  come  to  aa  nnderstand- 
ine  with  yon  on  tbia  subject,  and  we  aanotion  in  advance  the  engagement  which  he 
will  make  with  yon,  whether  you  shall  make  advancea  for  our  account  In  account 
current,  at  an  interest  not  exceeding  B  per  cent,  per  annnm,  and  a  commission  for 
advances  uncovered,  to  be  settled  between  him  and  yon,  or  whether  you  reimburse 
yoarself  opoii  na  by  bills  payable  in  Paris  or  in  London,  as  bis  bills  for  oar  acoount 
fall  dne. 
We  present  yon,  air,  onr  earnest  coortesiea. 

(Signed)  0.  A.  LE  HOBE  ft  Co. 

I  Google 
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DepoeitiOD  of  Charles  Haidouin,  in  behBlTof  G.  A.  Le  Mora  A  Co.,t»keD  before  John 

S.  Hunt,  UniUil  States  Tloe-consnt,  at  Havre,  France,  m  special  conamioMoneF,  a«- 

siated  b;  Thooiss  Taylor,  United  States  dispatch  agent  at  Havre,  Prance,  as  iutv- 

preter,  on  the  Mth  day  of  Angnat,  A.  D.  1465. 

Int.  1.  Btat«7onraaiiie,aftc.r«sldeuce,andoconnatiaD. — A.  ThathianatneiaCbarioi 
Hardo'iin;  that  he  is  40  years  of  age;  Is  a  resident  of  Havre,  France,  and  a  book- 
keeper by  occupation. 

Int.  2.  What  connection,  if  any,  have  yoo  with  the  Brm  of  Q.  A.  Le  Uore  A,  Co.,  al 
Havre,  Fraoce  t— A.  That  he  is  a  coahier  and  bookkeeper  In  the  firm  of  0.  A.  Le 
More  dc  Cn  ,  of  this  city,  aui)  has  been  in   their  employ  aa  such  for  over  nine  yean. 

Int.  3.  Arc  yon  Bcquaiut«d  wilh  affaire  and  businesa  of  said  firmf  Jf  ao, stale  tbe 
meajiH  of  yonr  knowledge,  and  wbo  composed  said  firm,  and  what  control  or  niaiu)[e- 
ment,  if  any,  does  LeoutineLeMore  have  iu  said  flrm. — A.  That  heis  wellac(]naintcd 
witli  the  anairs  and  business  of  the  said  honse,  being  bookkeeper  and  cashierof  nid 
Arm.  That  Hr.  Gustave  A.  Le  More  is  the  head  or  manager  of  the  hRsineas  of  said 
hoosB,  and  Lcontine  Le  More  only  a  silent  or  limited  partner  thereof,  and  that  the; 
alone  compose  said  tirm. 

Int.  4.  Do  you  know  whether  Jnles  Le  More  was  ever  appointed  an  agent  for  said 
firm,  to  bny  cotton  in  America  I  If  you  answer  that  he  was,  please  produce  copies  ol 
such  letters  of  agency  or  appointment  as  may  have  been  furnished  to  htm.  Stareall 
you  may  know  in  reference  to  the  ntattcr.-^A.  That  he  does  know  that  JoleaLe  More 
was  appointed  apent  of  said  finn  fur  the  purchase  of  cotton  in  America.  That  his 
knowledge  of  this  fact  is  derived  from  a  letter  received  by  said  honse  from  said  Jalss 
Le  More,  requBstine  tu  be  appointrd  as  agent  of  said  tlrm,a  true  copy  of  which  ii 


here  produced,  marked  D,  and,  further,  from  tlie  letter  of  said  firni  in  reply  thereto, 
dal«cf  Mth  July,  186:1,  appoiuting  said  Jules  Le  More,  its  agent ;  a  tme  copy  of  this 
lettur,  08  copied  at  the  time  in  the  press  letter-book  of  said  honae,  is  alao  prodaoed. 


and  marked  E  ;  that  be  knows  nothing  ir 

lut.  5.  State  whether  or  not  tbe  said  firm  ever  bad  any.  correspondence  or  bnsinssi 
transactions  with  the  rebel  government,  its  offlottrs  or  agents;  orever  anthorissdaoy 
person  for  them  to  correspond  or  transact  any  business  with  the  rebel  government,  its 
officers  or  agents;  whether  or  not  said  Srm  ever,  by  themselves  of  their  agents,  (bt- 
nished  any  sap  plies,  gray  clotb,  munitiousof  war,  or  any  article  of  commerce  contra- 
band of  war.  State  all  you  may  know  on  this  subject. — A.  That  to  his  personal  knonl- 
edge  said  house  of  O.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.  never  had  any  correspondence  or  bnrinee* 
tranaaciions  with  the  rebel  gOTernment,  its  officers  or  agenls,  nor  did  the  said  Gm 
ever  authorize  any  person  to  correspond  or  transact  busineBB  with  the  rebel  govern- 
ment, its  officers  or  agents,  and  that  said  house  never  furnished  any  supplies,  gray 
cloth,  munitions  of  war.  or  any  other  articles  of  commerce  to  the  rebel  govemmeat, 
ite  offlcera  or  agents.     This  is  all  he  knows  relative  to  the  matter. 

Int.  6.  Has  said  firm  ever  been  connected  with  the  flrni  of  Ed.  Gantherin  A  Co.. 
late  of  New  Orleans,  or  ever  held  any  partnership  relations  with  said  firm  T — A  That 
to  bis  knowledge  the  bouse  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  baa  never  been  conoeot*<d  or  held 
partnerahip  relations  with  the  bouse  of  £d.  Gantherin  A  Co.,  lat«  of  New  Orlesni. 

Int.  7.  Stale  anything  else  you  may  know  of  mat«rial  interest  to  any  of  the  parties 
of  this  suitT — A.  That  he  knows  nothing  further  couuected  with  the  subject. 
Cross-interrogatories  in  behalf  of  the  United  States  and  naval  oapton: 

Cco!«-int.  1.  State  what  interest  you  have  in  the  result  of  this  salt  T— A.  That  be 
has  no  interest  whatever  in  the  result  of  Ibis  suit. 

CroBs-iut.  'i.  If  yon  state  as  to  the  business  operations  of  O.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.,  in 
buying  eott«n  iu  Amerira  during  the  late  relMllinu,  is  suoh  information  derived  from 
your  knowledge  of  facts,  or  from  what  O.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.  may  have  told  yont— A 
That  he  derives  his  information  from  his  personal  knowledge  of  the  aifaiis  of  the 
house. 

Cross-lot.  3.  If  yon  swear  to  letters,  state  whether  such  letters,  to  yonr  own  pettonil 
knowledge,  are  truly  dated,  or  whether  such  letters  bear  a  fictitious  date  T— A  Thai 
to  his  personal  knowledge  ibe  letter  dated  'Mth  July,  1883,  appointing  Jnles  Le  Hoic 
agent  of  said  firm,  for  the  purchase  of  cottons  in  America,  is  tnily  dated. 

CrosB-int.  4.  When  did  yon  laat  see  Jules  Le  More  in  Frauce,  and  did  be  then  ban 
any  connection  with  tho  house  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.  T—A.  That  he  saw  Jnle*  L* 
More  for  the  last  timeio  FraoceintUe  lat-ttir  pitrt  of  the  year  ItWI,  and  thatheknon 
positively  from  the  books  of  the  firm  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  that  Jnica  Le  Uoie,  at 
that  time,  bad  no  cODUortion  with  suid  firm,  nor  at  any  time  previous. 

CroKS-int.  5.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  agents  of  the  so-called  Confederate  Govemnml 
were  io  confidential  bnsiness  communication  with  flrm  of  0.  A.  Le  More  iL  Co.  during 
the  late  rebellion  T — A.  That  he  knows  from  the  books  of  the  firm  that  no  agent  m 
offlci'rs  of  the  so-called  Confederate  Government  ever  bad  any  oommnuicatiotisor 
business  relations  or  business  transactions  with  the  said  boose  of  O.  A.  Le  More  & 
Co.,  or  with  any  member  couipoBiug  said  flrm. 
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Cro«»-inI.  6.  SUte  Id  what  part  Scalar  braDoh  of  conmierce  waa  thefirni  of  Q.'A.  Ii« 
HoM  Sc  Co.  engaged  prior  to  the  tine  Cher  claim  to  have  pnrcbaaed  oottOD  in  Amer- 
ica, tbrongh  their  ageat,  Jnlea  Le  More.— A.  That  since  be  haa  beeo  in  the  employ  of 
the  uid  hODBe  aa  tMWkkeeper,  the  bnHineaa  of  the  flrai  baa  alwa; a  been  aotntnlaaiOD 
boatneM,  the  forwardlog  of  gooda,  and  importatloD,  prinoipally  of  cottoua ;  and  that 
in  the  year  166U  the  aaiil  honse  received  opwaidaof  6,000  bales  of  cotton  for  their  own 
Mconot. 

CroM-int.  T.  Is  it  not  trae  that  Jnles  Le  More  baa  been,  daring  eeveral  year*  prior 
to  1^64,  an  active  busiuem  man,  doing  boalneBa  for  hinuelf,  both  in  this  ooantry  and 
in  t'ranceT — A.  That  he  knows  nothing  at  all  abant  the  bnsineea  of  Jnlea  Le  Hare 
prior  to  the  time  be  waa  appointed  agent  of  the  honte  of  O.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.  for  the 
pDrchBae  of  cutton  in  America. 

Crosa-iut.  H.  Did  jon  ever  know  of  Jnlea  Le  More  acting  a*  agent  of  O.  A.  Le  More 
&Co.  prior  to  IH64T— A.  Yes;  in  the  year  1863,  when  aaiil  Jolee  Le  Uoie  was  ap- 
pointed ageot  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  of  Havre. 

CroM-int.  9.  When  did  >on  fiiut  hear  of  tbn  clikiu  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  to  the 
i»)tton  nuw  in  controversy,  and  bow  did  yon  bear  of  icT— A.  That  be  firat  beard  of  it 
\>f  a  letter  received  byaaid  Arm  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  from  the  Uoitad  Statea,  aboat 
the  94th  of  May,  lHb4,  anminncing  tbp  eelxiire  of  oottons  pnrobMad  by  their  agent, 
&ad  by  the  letter  of  said  honaf,  dated  i26th  May,  1(*64,  to  Mr.  William  H.  Seward, 
Bceretary  of  Btate,  at  Waabington,  making  clnim  fur  tbe  cotton  aeiEed,  us  well  a«  by 
iettera  of  said  Urm  to  their  correspond  en  ta  in  New  York  and  Mew  Orleans,  trauamit- 
ting  them  docnmenta  connected  with  the  purchases  of  th«  oottona  aeiied. 

Cross- interrogatories  in  behalf  of  Witfaenbnry  &  Doyle  :  • 

CroBs-int.  I.  Btate  what  goods  were  forwarded  liy  said  Arm,  or  any  member  of  It,  t« 
Eli.  Gautberin  Sc  Co  ,  New  Orleans,  La.,  or  to  any  membur  of  it,  or  Uieir  ageut.,  in  tbe 
yram  1861,  ISOt,  and  IVSS,  or  to  JuleaLe  More :  deacrilie  the  KOoita,  tbe  qnanllty,  and 
their  nse.— A.  That  the  said  firm  of  U.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  uor  any  member  thereof; 
never  forwarded,  or  earned  to  be  forwarded,  to  Ed.  GaDthcriii  &.  Co.,  at  New  Qrteana, 
L».,  or  to  any  member  or  agent  of  said  bouse,  or  to  Jules  Le  Mure,  in  the  years  l»iil, 
186V,  and  1B6J,  any  merchandise  of  whataoi'ver  oatnrc)  or  kind. 

CiDsa-int.  ii.  How  were  s^id  goods  paid  for  T  Wbo  paid  t  What  wm  payment  made 
inr  If  in  draft,  eive  the  name  of  drawee  of  the  dToft,  its  nnmber,  where  drawn,  on 
whom  drawn,  and  to  whose  order;  annex  the  original,  if  in  existence,  or  a  tniu  copy, 
certified  bj  the  officer  taking  this  deposition.  Slate  to  what  point  aald  tfooda  were 
■hipped,  and  annex  the  bill  of  lading  or  or  her  evidence  of  shipping,  and  alao  tbe  let- 
tan  or  other  evidence  of  the  receipt  or  said  goods.— A.  That  no  slipment  of  gooda  hav- 
ing been  made  by  said  tirm  of  6.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  he  has  nntbing  to  reply  to  this 
inletrogatory. 

Cmss-int.  a.  If  yon  or  said  house  of  Le  More  A,  Co.,  or  anyone  of  them,  shipped  sny 
goods  which  were  sold  or  tradeii  by  any  one  to  tbe  agents,  servants,  or  offloem  of  fbe 
so-called  Confederate  Goverument  of  America,  or  to  that  so-called  Go verniuent  itself, 

Please  stale  of  what  the  goods  consisted,  describe  ihem  minotoly,  and  the  qnality. 
lease  also  say  wbo  paid  for  tbeni,  bow  payment  was  mode,  in  wbat^  and  annri  copies 
of  tbe  bills,  or  other  evidence  of  payment,  of  state  who  was  the  drawee,  wbo  the 
drawer,  the  date  and  amoont.  Answer  categorically  each  qiiesvion. — A.  That  he  baa 
nothing  to  say  in  reply  to  this  Interrogatory. 

CnM*-inl.4.  If  yon,  or  said  honse  of  G.  A.  Im  More  &  Co.,  sent  any  money  to  Jnles 
Le  More  in  thoae  years,  to  be  need  in  the  nnrohase  of  cotton,  please  say  in  wh>it  tliat 
money  consisted,  whether  in  coin  or  drafts,  or  bills  of  ezohnnse.  If  in  coin,  annex 
Mpies  of  tbe  receipt  or  bill  of  lading,  or  other  evidence  of  its  shipment  to  him  ;  or  if 
in  drafts  or  billa,  annex  tbem,  or  duplicates  or  copies  of  them,  or  if  unable  tu  annex 
originals  or  ooplee,  then  give  tlie  names  of  the  drawer,  the  drawee,  the  nnuiber,  the 
date,  the  amonnt,  and  tbe  place  on  which  drawn. — A.  That  he  knows  that  Jules  Le 
Uore  was  referred  tu  A.  Terlron,  at  Matamoru^  by  letter  tu  him  from  said  G.  A,  Le 
More&Co.,  dated  JolyS4,  l863,iarthepaymentof  all  cottons  that  might  l)e  purchased 
by  the  said  Jnlea  Le  Moni,  for  aoconnt  of  said  firm  ;  a  true  copy  of  this  letter  is  pro- 
iluced  herewith,  marked  F. 

Cnus  int.  5.  If  yon  answer  the  fourth  direct  interrogatory,  that  Jules  Le  More  waa 
the  agent  of  said  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.,  please  state  how  you  know  he  was, 
from  whom,  and  at  what  time  you  first  learneil  it;  what  sort  of  an  agency  wa«  it — 
was  it  general  or  specialt  How  waa  it  created — in  writing  or  otherwise  T  Please 
prednoa  tbe  writing  and  annex  it  to  this  oross- interrogatory.  When  was  it  maile  and 
eiecated,  wbo  wrote  it,  and  who  signed  it,  and  were  you  present  wlien  it  was  ho  made 
oud  eiecntedt  If  yon  prodnc*  letters  of  agency,  or  on  any  subject,  state  what  vun 
know  of  their  genuineness,  and  who  wrote  them,  and  when  they  were  written,  and 
wu  yon  present  when  thay  were  written  T— A.  That  Jnlea  Le  Mor-  wo*  appointed 
■gent  of  the  firm  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  it.  Co.,  by  a  letter  dated  S4th  July,  lij6:i,  signed 
I>y  U.  A.  Le  More,  in  tbe  name  of  said  Dim,  0.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.;  that  this  letter  waa 
H.  Ex.2a5 25  MwW 
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written  in  h»  preoeace  by  said  G.  A.  I<e  More,  and  vaa  kflerwards  bj  him  pcnon^i 
copied  Into  the  preaB  tatter-book  of  ssid  houw  on  the  d«>'  of  the  date  thcreor,  u>d 
that  the  copy  of  the  same  already  prodnced  by  him,  marked  E,  Tally  de6ues  tbi  powcn 
eonferred  on  said  Jules  Le  Mora  as  agent  of  said  fino,  and  the  same  ittnie  m  naDcclt 
the  letter  of  said  house,  dated  and  bearing  same  dat«,  to  A..  Tettroa,  a 
accrediting  Jnles  Le  Mure,  as  agent  of  eaid  firm,  O.  A.  Le  More  A  Co. 

Cross'int.  6.  What  interest  bare  yon  in  the  resnlt  of  this  snitt — A.  That  be  buna 
interest  whatever  in  the  resnlt  of  Uiis  snit. 

CroBs-iot.  7.  What  interest  has  Jules  LeHore  in  the  subleot-matterof  thisiDiit 
What  ioterest  has  be  in  the  hasiness  of  0.  A.  Le  More  &,  Col  aod  what  had  he  in  or 
ftboDt  the  middle  of  Msrch  or  in  April,  1864  T— A.  That  Jules  Le  More  bos  likewiM  im 
Interest  in  tbe  resnlt  of  this  suit;  that  he  has  no  interest  in  the  bnsiDees  of  Q.  A.  he 
Mora  A.  Co.,  and  that  he  had  none  whatever  in  the  middle  of  March  or  April.  lttS4, 

Cross- int.  d.  State  the  extout  of  tbe  cash  means  of  said  Brm  of  O.  A.  Le  lira*  k 
Co.  daring  the  yeitrs  nf  lt<61,  1862,  1H63,  and  I'M  ;  yoor  means  of  infonnatioa.  snd 
bow  yoQ  derived  it  T— A.  That  holding  tbe  position  he  does  in  the  bonan  of  0.  A  Lr 
Here  &.  Co,,  he  does  not  consider  himself  at  liberty  to  reply  U>this  iDteTTogateiy,  boi 
that  tbe  said  boose  has  always  bad  eufflcient  fbnds  at  his  disposal  to  meet  all  its  ea- 
gagemeitta. 

CroBs-int.  9.  Was  Leontlne  Le  More  a  tail,  active  member  of  tbe  firm,  and  wtui 
was  ber  cosb  meausl  Did  she  have  any  Interest  in  fnrnishing  any  goods  to  the  Coq' 
lederate  QovemineutT — A.  LeontineLe  More,  being  a  silent  partner  in  the  firm  oTG, 
A^Le  More  &  Co.,  never  bad  any  cootrol  of  the  bnsinees  of  the  hoase,  French  !«■ 

E9vent1ng  her  from  taking  any  active  part  therein.     He  knows  nothing  at  alt  sboat 
r  private  fortune,  and  she  never  had  any  interest  in  famishing  any  goods  to  tlu 
Confederate  Oovemment. 

CroBs-inl.  10.  State  whether  thia  firm  had  any  interest  in  any  shipment  of  gnj 
eloth  t«  Havana  or  Matamoraa  in  tbe  year  1661  or  186S,  ahd  which  was  soM  or  delii- 
•red  to  the  agents,  oKcera,  or  servaote  of  the  so-called  Confedeivte  OoveratueDit 
Who  in  America  mode  the  purohaseT  To  whom  sold,  (or  how  moeb.  and  hov  wuii 
paid  for,  and  tu  whom  delivered,  and  at  what  place  delivered,  and  how  did  it  reub 
that  place,  n-bvther  hy  shtpii  or  otberwise  1  State  which. — A.  To  his  knowledge  U)« 
Arm  of  O.  A.  Hie  More  &.  Co.  never  had  au;  ioterast  Id  any  shipment  of  gray  cloth  U 
Havana 'or  Matamoras  IQ  the  year  1961  or  1962,  and  he  can  say  nothing  innplytotlK 
temalning  portion  of  this  interrogatory. 
Filed  Beptembet  11,  ld66. 

OEOKGE  P.  BOWEN,  Omk. 

ExkOil  D,  rtferrtd  to  fa  (hp«titiim  of  ClUrte*  BtrdMUn. 

tYls  HsTSUs-l 

Matamokas,  !D  SMI  1K1. 
HeasieniB.  O.  A.  Li  Hoke  A.  Co., 

HxBBiEDits  KT  Amis  ;  Ainai  qoe  vona  en  avec  6t6  informCs,  J'ai  qnitt^  la  NoDTcUr 
Orltens  il  y  aqnelqueseemaines,  n'y  voyantplnarieii  ft  y  f8iredeIangteuip«,etjeHi> 
Tenn  de  ce  oAte-ci  voic  s'il  o'y  anrait  pas  qnelqaes  operations  eotonuiiK*  i  tlMa. 
Tympris  ee  qne  j'ai  pa  drij&  observer,  il  doit  y  avoir  de  I'argent  k  gagner,  dod  pw 
aenlement  en  acbetsntda  coton.maisen  allautBnrtont&l'intArienr  da  Texas, stjiuqs' 
dana  la  Haute  Louisiaue,  les  frais  de  deplaoement  et  transport,  qnoiqoe  Ma  tkth, 
<tant  corapeUBds  largement  par  le  coQt  primitif. 

Dans  I'espolr  qne  voos  vondrei  blen  ntllixer  mea  services,  Je  ne  vona  ehatsena 

Jn'nne  commission  d'aehat  de  5  ponr  cent,  tan  die  qn'tlyadeapereonaaaqalchvEOX 
t  ponr  cent  dn  moment  oh  les  achats  se  foot  bora  de  Matamoraa. 

J'ai  fait  icl  la  connaissance  de  M.  A..  Tertroa,  qui  s'oconpe  d'affklrea  aveo  nnUnN' 
dn  Meziqne  et  aveo  la  Havane.  11  m'a  doun4  i  comprendre  qne  par  son  intMintfnin 
11  serait  facile  de  se  procurer  les  fonils  Q^ceeeaires  anx  aobata  ponr  votreeonpteBS.'- 
ennant  commission  d'avances  et  un  int^rdtdeepr.  ct.JusqD'&l'epoqnedel'cBbsniD'- 
tnent  dee  cotons,  ^poque  &  loqaoUe  on  se  remboareerait  enr  vons  payable  i  80  Jmk 
de  me  dans  Londres  on  Paris. 

Ponr  votre  gonveme,  les  sterlings  sent  d'nn  plaoement  plna  facile  et  steiialon* 
plnsavantaKenx  que  les  nrancs.  On  pent  acta  el  loment  colenlerici  vendreftbtri^'i 
navire  le  middling  k  environ  33  cents  en  or.  J'estime  qne  poor  vendre  da  ooteo  ■o 
Havre  via  Havana,  il  fandrait  (Renter  10  cents  par  lb.  environ. 

En  ochetant  snfflsamment  ponr  le  chargementd'nnnavireqn'onponrnut&dUnm 
ftlre  venir  de  la  Havsno.  ceta  ne  coQteralt  gn^re  que  &  ft  6  cento. 

Vons  ponires  m'adresser  vos  letters,  voie  de  la  Havane,  anx  aoina  oa  aoas  toiiTKi 
de  MM.  V.  Pretat  A,  Co.,  de  Matamoras;  o'est  la  maniftre  la  pins  prompte  tHip* 
prto  la  plus  sl^  de  me  (aire  porvenir  vos  leltree.     11  n'y  a  rien  ft  fairs  iei  poir  lin- 
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portation  fmncftiM, !»  piftce  est  enconibr^  de  msrcliMidi«M  de  tontes  wrtes,  et  bean- 
oonp  d'artlcUi  ponmuenl  6tre  acbet^s  au-deuona  ilu  prii  ooutaJit  dea  porta  d'expor- 
tatioDB,  lea  dnctuatioiiN  coot  iiicroyalilut.  A  inon  arrlv^  ici,  la  fariae  ae  payait  Jdb- 
qu'it  |T0  lu  iiaril,  aojoanl'liiii  on  trouve  ditflcilemeut  preneur  &  |30.  Lea  bois  aenla 
■ont  tonjoun  Tecbvrchria  par  auit«  de  racoraicaement  extraordtnaire  de  poputatiou 
que  prand  cette  vilte,  ce  qni  ii(ice(iait«  dea  constrnotiona  de  maixoiiB  de  tons  c6t6a. 

Sana  plna,  et  daaa  I'attanre  d'une  r^ponae  favorable  de  Totre  part,  je  veua  aalae, 
meaaieiira  et  amia,  bien  affectneuaemeDt. 

JULE»  LE  HORE. 

Filed  September  11,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWBN,  Cltrk. 

[Tla  HsTuu.— TnmlatloD.J 

Hatamoras,  Man  20,  1863. 
H«8an.Q.  A.  Lb  Uorb  A.  Co.,  Havrt: 

Obntlkmrn  Atn>  nuENDS:  As  yoa  have  been  Informed,!  liave  quitted  New  Orteana 
M>me  weeks  sinoe,  not  eeeing  for  a  long  time  aaythiaK  more  to  do  there,  and  I  have 
come  in  this  direction  to  aee  If  there  ahonld  not  be  aome  operatioaa  in  cotton  to 
cctabliah. 

AAer  what  I  have  been  already  able  to  observe,  there  moet  be  money  to  be  made, 
not  only  in  buying  cotton  on  deposit  bera,  bnt  in  going,  eepeually  into  the  interior 
of  TexRB,  and  even  into  npper  Lonisiana. 

The  expenaea  of  depoalt  and  tmnapoTt,  althoagh  very  high,  being  largely  compen* 
BMted  by  the  first  coat. 

In  the  hope  that  yon  would  please  to  avail  of  my  services,  I  would  only  charge  yon 
a  buyer's  commission  of  5  per  cent.,  while  there  ore  persona  who  charge  71  per  cent., 
from  the  moment  when  the  purchases  are  made  out^ile  of  Matamoraa. 

I  have  made  here  the  acqnaintanoe  of  Hr.  A.  Tertron,  who  is  engaged  In  bnsinesa 
with  the  interior  of  Mexico  and  with  Havana.  He  baa  given  me  to  nnderstand  that 
by  bia  intervention  It  woold  be  easy  to  procnre  funds  necesssrv  for  the  parehase  for 
yoor  nooonnt  by  means  of  a  oommlaaion  npon  odvanceSj  and  an  interest  at  8  per 
oeab,  QDtil  the  time  of  the  shipment  of  the  cotton,  at  which  time  they  would  be  ce- 
imbnned  open  yoo,  payable  at  aicty  days'  eight,  in  London  or  Paria.  For  yonr  Qor- 
emment,  aterling  bllla  are  of  a  more  easy  dispoeal,  and  more  generaUy  advantageous 
than  franco. 

It  can  be  actnally  calculated  here,  that  tbe  middling  con  be  delivered  on  shipboard 
at  abont  38  cents  in  gold. 

I  estimate  that  to  deliver  cotton  at  Havre,  via  Havana,  abont  10  cents  per  pound 
ntnat  be  added.  In  buying  enough  to  load  a  vessel,  which  may  be  easily  caused  to 
ocme  from  Havana,  that  would  hardly  coat  but  5  to  6  cents. 

There  is  nothing  to  do  here  in  the  way  of  French  iuportationa ;  the  place  ia  filled 
with  goods  of  all  sorts,  and  many  articles  could  be  bought  below  tbe  cost  price  at 
tfas  porta  of  exportaUon.  The  fluctnationa  are  incredible.  At  my  arrival  here,  floor 
ooat  abont  $10  per  barnl,  and  to-day  takers  at  $30  are  found  with  dilBonlty. 

Timber  only  is  always  in  demand,  by  reason  of  the  extraordinary  increase  of  pop- 
ulation which  this  eltj  reeeivea,  and  which  makes  necessary  the  bnildlng  of  houses 
on  all  aides. 

Withont  more,  and  awaiting  a  favorable  response  on  yonr  part,  I  aalnte  yon,  gen- 
tlemen Mid  fHenda,  very  affectionately, 

JULES  LE  MORE. 

MtkUit  B,  rtferrtd  to  fa  d^pMlHon  of  CharU*  Hardomki. 

[Uopla  de  lattiM  Ho.  M,  foils  IM.] 

Havxk,  S4>ufII«(1863. 
Monsieur  Julbs  Lx  Mork,  Jfatamoroi  : 

HOMBIBUB :  Nous  venona  par  ees  prisentea  vons  autoriser  k  faire  pont  notre  oompte 
dea  achats  de  ootou  ^Matamoraa,  dans  le  Texas,  et  dans  la  Haute  Loniaiane,  n'excjdant 
poa  (S,600  balles)  deux  mille  cini]  cents  ballea  ponr  Atre  rendnes  en  Europe  i,  deux 
francs  cinqnonte  centimes  le  demi  kilogramme,  votre  oommission  de  cinq  ponr  cent 


I,  poor  foirefooeaaxdits  achats.   Nous  tenons  beauconp  ftcequeleatiragesac 
'      --■       '  -  .    n.       ,,..r       ■         .  .  .,  |,jj  Snot: 


ne  ae  iiusent  qn'aa  moment  de  I'expiditiou  des  cotons,  et  comme  il  cat  S  notre  con- 
naiasanee  qu'an  Mexiqne  on  pent  se  procurer  de  I'argent  ft  InUrtt  moyennant  one 
oommiaaiou,  voua  deves  prendre  tons  les  arrangements  n^cessaires  panr  proSter  de 
oette  fsoilitit :  nne  commission  mfeme  un  pen  f<»rte,  payfe  pal  cette  operation,  nona  pa- 
rait  prrifSrable  aox  inconvdoients  d'nn  long  d^couvert  en  Europe. 
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IToas  ne  noas  ^tendons  paa  JAVkntage  k  cet  egkid.  *yant  pleioe 
Itiatiilit^  de  vas  agissemeDte  (fne  nous  MUiotloiflioiia  &  I'AVBnoe. 


Filed  SeptembflC  11,  1866. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

[CvtT  ot  letUn  Mo.  M.  foUo  lU.— TmuUtloB. 

Havre,  JtUf  34, 1^63. 
Hr.  JvLXS  Lk  MoBa,  M«tomoro$: 
Bhy  tl 

.      .     t  Matt  ,  .,  .....  „.,.. 

liairs,  to  be  doUvered  in  Europe  at  two  francs  and  fifty  ceDtimeg  the  hslf  hilognm, 
yonr  commission  of  5  per  cent,  inclnded,  for  Liverpool  middling  claM. 

Under  this  cover  we  send  yon  a  letter  accrediting  yon  witli  tfy.  A.  Tertroa,  tanecl 
■ud  purchases.  We  are  very  aniious  ibat  these  drafts  on  ns  ihoutd  not  be  nadt 
nntil  the  moment  of 'the  despatch  of  the  cottons,  and  as  it  is  witbiD  your  koowMg* 
that  in  Mexico  money  can  be  procnred  npun  interest  by  means  of  ft  comraiSBiOQ,  yon 
ought  to  make  all  the  neccMary  arraugements  to  avail  of  this  facility.  A  conunis- 
aion,  even  a  tittle  high,  paid  in  this  operation,  appears  to  us  preferable  lo  the  incoii- 
venienoBS  of  lying  long  out  of  the  funds  in  Enrope. 

We  do  not  say  more  upon  tbis  point,  having  full  ooulideuoe  fa  the  sVill  of  your 
proceed  logs,  which  we  sanction  in  advauce. 

We  preaeot  yon,  sir,  oar  earnest  salutations. 

0.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO. 

ExkihH  F,  rtfmred  to  in  d»potUUm  of  Ckarlet  Hardonin. 

(Copla  de  letlres  Mo.  SO,  fobo  IW.] 

Havre,  24  JatlUl  im. 


MOKHIEDR :  Notre  agent,  MoDsient  Jalea  Le  Moi«,  m  [«DdMit  ao  Mexiqne  et  dau 
la  Haute  Louislane,  ponreffeotnerdesaobatidoootonponr  DOtreoompte,  nous  v«tteis 

far  ces  pTJacntes  raccr£dit«T  anprte  de  vous  poor  le  reubourBemeDt  dea  diti  acbaU. 
I  e'ectendra  avec  vous  k  oet  tigard  at  nous  ssnctionnoDe  d'avanoe  lea  «iigagMWDts 
qn'il  pourra  prendre  avec  vont,  toit  que  vous  Ini  faasieEdeaavaDceapoaTtiotreeoinpIs 
en  compte  courant  k  un  IntdrAt  n'oxoMant  pa«  6  pr.  ot.  I'aii,  et  UDe  comminioD  da 
dieoDvert  k  debattre  entre  Ia<  «t  vons,  solt  que  vous  nous  remlMursiet,  anr  nooi  pay- 
able dans  Paris  on  dana  Londras,  au  far  et  ft  tneanre  de  I'tfohfenoe  de  sea  tntitea  post 
notre  compte. 
Nods  vons  pr^sentons,  Honsienr,  noe  olvillMa 

Filed  September  11, 1665. 


O.  A.  LE  HOBE  &  Ca 


GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CItrk. 
(Copy  of  Mton  Mo.  K.  (olio  148.— TraniUUoB.] 

Havre,  Jmlg  34,  1661 
Mr.  A.  Tertroo,  Mtttamoroi  : 

8iR:  Oar  agent,  Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  going  to  Hezioo  and  into  Upper  Lonisiana,  (o 
make  pnrchases  of  ootton  for  oar  account,  we  come,  by  these  preaeala,  to  aeortdit 
him  with  yon  for  the  reimbnnement  of  said  pnrohasea.  He  will  oodm  lo  an  nadn- 
standing  with  yon  on  this  subject,  and  we  sanction  in  advance  the  engageDiant  wUeh 
he  will  make  with  yon,  whether  yoa  shall  males  advanoes  for  our  aooonnt,  in  aecaiDt 
current,  at  an  intereet  not  exceeding  6  per  cent,  per  annum,  and  a  MHUmiHioa  (m 
a<lvancee  uncovered,  to  l*e  settled  between  him  and  yon,  or  wbather  yoo  ttinban* 
yotirself  apoQ  ns  by  bills  payablo  Id  Palis  or  in  London,  as  hia  bills  for  our  aoeoast  . 
fall  due. 
We  pTwenl  y«a,  •ir,  onr  earnest  eonrteslM. 

G.  A.  LE  HOBE  &  Ca 
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DeposiUon  of  Hsnry  G«ffr«y^  in  behalf  of  Q,  A.  Le  Mora  &  Co.,  taken  befoie  Joho  8. 
Haat,  Unitod  State*  vic«-oonaiil  at  Havra,  France,  aa  speoial  oommiMioner,  BBiiHted 
by  llioiiiBa  Taylor,  United  Btatea  deapatch  agent  at  Havre,  France,  aa  interpreter, 
on  the  !i4th  day  of  Angnat,  A.  D.  1865. 

Int.  1.  Btate  j-odt  name,  agc^  residence,  and  occupation. — A.  Tliat  hia  name  is 
Heory  Geffray ;  tbat  he  reaidM  at  Havra,  and  that  he  fa  an  ont-door  clerk  by  occnpa- 
lino.  • 

Int.  2.  What  connection,  if  any,  have  you  with  th«f)rm  of  O.  A.  Le  Uore  &,  Co.,  of 
H>Tte,  France  T— A.  That  he  is  an  out-door  clerk  to  the  aaid  hoaae  of  6.  A.  Le  iioie 
A  Co.,  and  haa  Iwen  in  their  employ  aa  such  for  the  laat  aeven  years. 

Int.  3.  Are  yuii  ocauaictcd  with  afff)ir«  and  biisinem  of  aaid  nrmf  If  ao,  state  the 
rnuDa  of  yonr  knowledge,  and  who  oompoaiMl  said  flnu,  aud  what  control  or  manage- 
ment, if  any,  tloes  Leontiae  Le  More  have  in  said  firm  T— A.  TRaC  he  is  acquainted 
with  thtt  affain  and  business  of  said  tirra,  but,  more  particularly  with  the  out-door 
buiueta;  that  the  house  ia  oooiiHiHHi  of  Q.  A.  Le  More,  the  manager  thereof,  and  of 
Leonttue  Le  More,  bis  aisler,  as  a  silent  partner. 

Int.  4.  Do  you  know  whether  Jules  Le  More  was  ever  appointed  an  agent  of  aaid 
Sim  to  buy  cotton  ia  Aiaericat  If  you  uoawer  tbat  he  waa,  pleaae  produce  copies  of 
■uchlettarsof  agency  or  appoiotmeot  OS  may  have  beeDfnmishefl  to  himf  State  all 
yoninay  kuoiT  in  refertincH  to  the  matter  T— A,  That  he  kuowa  tbat  Julea  Le  More 
wia  appointed  agent  of  G.  A.  LeMore  A.  Co.,  of  Havre,  for  the  purchase  of  cotton  In 
America,  by  a  lettor  of  aaiil  firm,  lUted  24th  July,  lUSJ,  a  copy  of  wbicb  ia  here  pro- 
duced marked  H. 

Int.  .'>.  State  whether  or  not  the  said  firm  ever  bud  any  correapoodenoe  or  buaioeaa 
traniaottons  with  the  rebel  government,  its  officers  or  ageuta,  or  ever  authorized  any 
penoD  for  them  to  correapoud  or  transact  any  buaioeaa  with  the  rebel  government, 
it*  officers  or  agents:  whether  or  not  aaid  firm  evi^r,  by  themselves  or  agenta,  fur- 
nished any  supplies,  grav  cloth,  mnnitiona  of  war,  or  Any  article  uf  commerce  cod- 
trsband  of  war.  Statu  all  you  may  know  on  this  subjnct. — A.  That  he  has  uo  knowl- 
edge of  any  correapondenoe  oi  bnalneaa  tronaacUoua  having  taken  place  between 
the  Gim  of  G.  A-  Le  More  &.  Co.,  of  Havre,  and  thu  rebel  govemniont,  its  officers  or 
■gents,  or  that  said  Hrm  ever  anthnrized  any  peraon  for  theui  to  correapoud  or  traoa- 
ut  any  buaineds  with  the  rebel  government,  its  ofUcera  or  agents,  and  that,  from  bis 
position  as  sbipping  or  out-iloor  clerk,  aaid  firm  could  not  have  fiiruiahed  auy  sup- 
plies of  gray  cloth,  or  any  irther  article  of  commirco  wbnlover,  to  the  Confederate 
Government  or  itBB|^nCa  witbout  bis  buowledge. 

int.  6.  Has  said  firm  ever  been  conneot«d  with  the  firm  of  Ed.  Oantherin  A,  Co., 
late  of  New  Orleans,  or  ever  held  auy  partnership  relations  with  said  tIrmT — A.  That 
be  baa  no  knowletlge,  nor  does  he  believe  that  the  said  Srm  ever  held  any  partnetahip 
relations,  or  nas  interested  in  bnainesa  with  the  honae  of  Ed.  Qantbetin  &,  Co.,  late 
of  New  Orleans, 

Int.  7.  State  anything  elae  you  may  know  of  material  intereat  to  any  of  the  parties 
to  this  anit. — A.  Tbat  he  knows  nothing. 

CroBi-lnterrogateriM  in  behalf  of  the  United  StBt«a  and  oaval  captors : 

Ctoes-int.  1.  State  what  intereat  yon  have  in  the  reanlt  of  tbia  suit. — A.  That  he 
haa  no  interest  whatever. 

Ctoss-iut.  2.  If  you  state  as  to  the  bnainees  operationa  of  0.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co., 
in  buying  cotton  m  America  during  the  late  rebellion,  is  anch  information  derived 
&eui  your  knowledge  of  facts,  or  from  what  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  may  have  told 
jon  T— A.  That  hia  knowledge  is  solely  derived  from  the  letter-books  of  the  ftrm  of 
G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co. 

CroBs-iut,.  3.  If  you  swear  tolettera,  state  whether  such  lettera,  to  yonr  own  per- 
MDsl  knowledge,  are  truly  dated,  or  whether  aucb  letters  bear  a  Actitious  date. — 
A.  That  lo  his  |>nrsonal  knowledge  the  letters  are  truly  dated. 

Croas-int.  4.  ^Vhen  did  yuu  last  see  Jules  I^  More  in  France,  and  did  he  then  have 
»ny  connection  with  house  of  G.  A.  Le  Mom  &,  Co.  f— A.  That  he  saw  Jules  Le  More 
for  the  last  time  in  France  in  the  year  1U61,  and  tbat  at  tbat  time,  to  hia  knowledge, 
JalnLe  More  had  no  connection  whatever  with  the  Srm  of  G).  A.  Le  More  Jl  Co.,  of 

Cniaa-int.  5.  Is  it  not  trne  that  the  agenta  iif  the  so^vallpd  Confederate  Government 

nere  in  confidential  Imsineas  communications  with  tbu  firm  nf  G.  A.  Le  More  dtCo. 

dnting  the  late  ruliellion  1— A.  That  to  bia  pursoiial  knowledge  it  ia  not  trne  that  any 

a^ent  of  the  Conff^derato  Government  was  in  couBdential  buaioeaa  communications 

I   with  the  tirni  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  during  the  late  rebi^liion. 

Croaa-iut.  IS.  State  in  what  particular  branch  of  commerce  waa  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le 
Hare  dr.  Co.  engaged  'f>rior  to  tbe  time  they  claimed  to  bave  purohased  cotton  in 
Anwrics,  through  Iheir  agent,  Jules  Le  More. — A.  Tbat  since  be  has  been  in  the 
bonae  tbe  bUMiiiess  bos  always  been  composed  of  comniission  bnsiness,  the  forwarding^ 
of  gooda,  and  the  importation  of  cotton  principally.  IhJIc 
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a  France  t— A.  That  he  docs  not  know. 

Crow-int.  S.  Did  ynu  ever  know  of  Jnles  Le  More  Bcting  as  Agent  of  O.  A.  LeUote 
&.  Co.  prior  to  1564 f — A.  Ym;  Jules  Le  Horewas  appointedageotof  tli«  hoiUBofQ. 
A.  Le  More  &  Co.  iu  the  yoar  1863. 

Croae-iiit.  9.  When  did  jon  first  bear  of  the  claini  of  O.  A.  Le  More  d:  Co.  to  the 
cotton  now  id  controversy,  and  bow  did  yoo  bear  it  T — A.  That  he  heard  of  the  niz- 

e  of  cottons  belon^i^ng  to  said  firm  by  letter  addressed  to  the  said  honie  bom  Ibe 

-■'-■'  "'-' '■  -* "—6  ta  tbemonlb  of  May,  1664,  and  that  thehouBof 

sent  forward  their  claim  for  t' 
Crotw-int«Trogatories  In  bnhalf  of  Witbenbury  and  Doyle  i 

Crons-int.  1.  State  what  gomls  were  forwarded  by  said  finn,  or  aoy  memberirfit,  to 
Ed.  OantheriD  &.  Co.,  Npw  Orleans,  La.,  or  to  any  memtwr  of  it,  or  their  agent,  in 
theyearsl»61,iaes,  andlBBS,  orto  JnlesLoMore.  Describe  the  goods,  the  qnantitj, 
and  tbeir  use. — A.  That  to  bis  knowledge,  being  chargeil  in  his  capacity  of  outdoor 
clerk  with  the  sbipirent  Qf  all  goods  for  the  Qrm  of  0.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  that  boue, 
nor  any  member  tbereof,  never  shipped  or  cansed  to  be  shipped  any  goodi  of  any  kind 
to  Ed.  Gantberln  &  Co.,  of  New  Orleans,  La.,  nor  to  any  agent  of  aaid  firm,  nor  to, 
Jnles  Le  More,  dnring  tbe  years  1861,  186!^,  and  1863. 

Cross- int.  2.  How  were  said  gouda  paid  fort  Who  paid  f  What  wa«  payment  mads 
in  f  If  in  draft,  give  tbe  name  of  Ifae  drawer  of  tbe  draft,  its  number,  where  drawn 
on  whom  drawn,  and  to  whose  order.  Annex  the  original,  if  in  existence,  or  a  trne 
copy  certified  by  the  offlcer  taking  this  deposition ;  stale  t-o  what  point  said  goods 
were  shipped,  to  whom  shipped,  and  annex  the  bill  of  lading  or  other  evidence  oFship- 
ment,  and  also  the  letters  or  other  evidenoe  of  the  receipt  of  said  goods  t — A.  That  be 
refers  to  his  answer  to  the  previous  interroKatory  for  bis  reply  to  this  interToeatorj. 

CrosB-int.  3.  If  yon,  or  said  honse  of  Le  More  &  Co.,  or  any  one  for  Ihem,  dipped 
any  goods,  which  were  sold  or  traded  by  any  one  to  the  agents,  servauta,  or  ofBcen 
of  tbe  so-called  Confederate  Government  of  America,  or  to  Miat  ao-called  Confedecate 
Government  itself,  please  state  of  what  the  goods  consisted  ;  describe  tbrm  minntcly, 
and  tbe  quality.  Please  also  say  wbo  paid  for  them,  how  payment  was  made,  in  irliat, 
and  annex  copies  of  the  bills  or  other  evidence  of  payment,  or  state  who  was  tbe 
drawee,  nho  the  drawer,  on  what  place  drawn,  nfaera  drawn,  the  date  and  th« 
amount ;  answer  cat«gorii:Blly  each  question. — A.  That  he  again  refers  to  hi*  answer 
to  the  first  croas-inten-ogatory. 

CroM-int,  4.  If  you,  or  said  house  of  G.  A.  Le  Moore  &  Co.,  sent  any  money  to  Jnln 
LeMorein  those  years,  tobensedintbepiirchaaeofcotton,pleaBesayin  what  that  money 
conaieted,  whether  in  coin,  or  drafts,  or  bills  of  exchange.  Jf  in  coin,  annex  copies  at 
tbe  receipt  or  bill  of  lading,  or  other  evidence  of  it*  sbipment  to  him,  or  if  in  draft* 
or  killH,  annex  them,  or  dupjicatea,  or  copies  of  them  ;  or,  if  unable  to  annex  original* 
or  copies,  then  give  tbe  names  of  tbe  drawer,  the  drawee,  tbe  number,  the  date,  tbe 
amount,  and  the  place  on  which  drawn  I — A.  That  he  has  no  knowledge  of  any  anch 
remittances  having  been  made,  and  therefore  is  unable  to  reply  to  any  part  of  tbii 
interrogatory ;  bntiliat  be  saw  by  tbe  letter- book  of  tbe  firm  that  a  credit  wasopentd 
to  Jules  I>e  More  by  the  firm,  with  A,  Tertrou,  of  Matamoras,  for  tbe  pnrobaae  of  cot- 

Cross-iDt.  5.  If  you  answer  the  fourth  direct  interrogatory  that  Jules  Le  Hare  was 
tbe  agent  of  said  firm  of  Le  More  &  Co.,  please  state  how  yon  know  be  was;  fiwn 
wbois,  ami  at  what  time,  you  first  learned  it  1  what  sort  of  an  agency  was  it;  watit 
general  or  special  t  How  was  it  created,  in  writing  or  otherwise  T  Ptfase  prodon 
the  writing  and  annex  it  to  this  cross- interrogatory.  When  was  it  made  and  execnted. 
who  wrote  it,  and  who  signed  it ;  and  were  you  present  when  It  was  so  made  and  ex- 
ecuted T  If  you  produce  Tetters  of  agency,  or  on  any  subject,  state  what  yoo  kuow  of 
tbeir  genuineness,  and  wbo  wrote  them,  and  when  were  they  written,  and  were  yos 
preaent  when  they  were  written  t— A.  That  he  knows  that  Julen  Le  Hon  was  tbs 
agent  nf  O.A.Le  More  dcCo.,  and  that  he  knows  it  from  tbeir  letters  to  him,  dated 
24th  July,  1SG3,  a  true  copy  of  which  has  already  been  produced,  marked  H.  Tblt 
letter  whs  signed  and  written  by  Mr.  G.  A.  Le  More  tbe  head  of  tbe  Aral,  but  he  dot* 
not  remember  whether  it  was  written  or  signed  in  bis  presence ;  and  that  be  hno«* 
tbp  copy  nf  the  letter  is  genuine. 

Cross-int.fi.  Whatiutere«tbaveyouin  tberesaltof  tldssnitT— A.  Thathebasoaiw 

CrosH-iut.  7.  What  interest  has  Jules  Le  More  in  the  subject-matter  of  thiisaitT 
What  interest  has  he  in  the  bu.iincM  of  G.  A,  Le  More  &,  Co.,  and  what  hod  be,  io  or  * 
about  the  middle  of  March  or  in  April,  1664  T— A.  That  to  his  personal  Jnira  Le  More 
has  noiuterest  whatever  in  tbe  result  of  this  suit,  nor  has  he  any  interest  la  tbe  Bra 
of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  nor  did  he  have  any  interest  in  aaJd  firm  in  tbe  monlbof 
March  or  April  of  tbe  year  1864. 

,_-iiv,.Goo'^lc 
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Cros8-int.  ».  State  the  extent  of  the  CMth  means  of  said  finuof  6.  A.  LeMore  &.  Co. 
daring  tfao  jtitn  1861,  liMa,  IURI,  unit  1864 ;  yonr  means  of  iDfonnation,  and  how  yon 
derived  it.— A.  That  in  his  poaitiou  be  declines  answering  tliis  intctrosatorj'. 

Crosa-int.  9.  Was  Leontine  Ld  More  a  foil,  active  member  of  the  Brm,  and  what 
VIM  bercisb  means  T  Did  whe  have  nny  interest  in  furnishing  any  goods  to  the  Con- 
fpilerate  Government  t — A.  That  Looalins  Le  More,  a  silent  pattneT  iu  the  firm,  baa 
m^  active  part  in  the  bntiDem  of  the  hnnse;  that  be  di>eB  not  know  the  extent  of  her 
fortune ;  tliat  to  his  knowledge  she  never  bid  any  interest  in  furnishing  any  goods  to 
tbe  Confederati)  Goveniment. 

Crom-tnt.  10.  State  whether  this  firm  had  any  interest  in  any  shipment  of  gray 
cloth  to  Havana  or  Matamora*  in  the  yean  1B61  or  1863,  and  which  was  solrt  or  de- 
livered to  tbe  AgentH,  uffleers,  or  servants  of  the  so-called  Confederate  Oovernment. 
Wboj  in  Amerioii,  luaiie  the  purchases f  To  whom  soldf  For  bow  ninch,  and  how 
waa  it  paid  for,  and  to  whom  delivered,  and  at  what  place  delivered,  and  how  did  it 
reach  that  place,  whether  by  ships  or  otherwise  J  Slate  which.— A.  To  his  ^rsonal 
knowledge,  the  Arm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  never  bad  any  interest  in  any  sbipmenta 
of  gray  cloth  to  Havana  or  Hatamoras  in  tbe  years  1861  or  ISUi ;  tbat  he  knows  noth- 
ing in  regard  to  snch  shipments. 

Filed  Seutember  11,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cbrk. 

ExIilbU  B,  r^trred  U>  in  i^oiMon  of  Benry  Otjffrag. 

[Copls  dc  lettn*  Mo.  SO,  folio  ItS.J 

Havre,  2*}%Hiet  1863. 
Honsienr  Jdles  Lb  Mobk,  ifaloniorat.' 

MoNBiEUii :  Kons  venous  par  ces  prdaentos  vons  antoriser  &  faire  pour  notre  compta 
des  achats  decotoni  Hatuuioras,  dans  le  Texas,  et  dans  la  haute  Lonisiane,  n'ezcMant 
pas  (2,500  bis.)  deui  mille  cinq  uents  ballea  pourStre  reudues  en  Europe  ft  deni  ftanoa 
ciuquant«  centimes  le  demi  kilogramme,  votre  oommisaion  de  cinq  pour  cent  comprise, 
pour  sorte  middling  Liverpool. 

Soua  ce  pli  noun  vonsremettonsunelettre  accr^ditantanprtsde  Monslenr  A.  Tertroa 
pour  faire  face  aui  dits  achatA.  Nous  tenons  beauconp  &  ceque  lea  liragesBur  nous  ns 
se  fasaent  qu'au  moment  do  l'exp6ditioii  des  cotons,  et  comme  it  est  A  notre  connaia- 

■ancB  qu'au  Mciiqne  on  peut  se  procurer  de  I'argent  i.  iut6r6t  moyei *  — 

mission,  vons  devez  prendre  tons  les  arraogeiuents  n£cesr~' 

facilit^;  une  commission  mtme  iin  peu  forte,  pay^e  par 
pr^fdrable  anx  inconvAnients  d'uu  long  d^couvert  en  Enn 

Nona  ne  nons  ^tendons  pas  davantage  it  cet  Agard,  a 
I'babilit^  de  voa  agiseements  que  nous  sunctionnons  i>  I'ai 

Nous  vous  pr^sentons.  Monsieur,  no*  salutations  emprer 

Filed  September  11,  1865. 

ICopy  of  letters  No.  M,  foUo  14S.— 1 


0.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO. 
GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CTsrfc. 

Havrb,  July  24,  1863. 


Mr.  JtiLKB  Lb  More,  Matamorat: 

8l  R :  We  come  by  these  presents  t( 
of  cotton  at  Hatamoras,  In  Texaa,  ~~ 
two  thonsand  five  hundred  boles, 
centimes  the  half  kilogram,  your 
middling  class. 

Under  this  oover  we  aend  yon  a  letter  aooreditlng  yon  with  Mr.  A.  Tortrou,  to  meat 
said  purchases. 

We  are  very  aniions  that  these  drafts  on  us  should  not  be  made  until  tbe  moment 
of  the  diapatch  of  the  cottons,  and  as  it  is  within  your  knowledge  that  in  Heiioo 
money  can  be  procured  npon  interest,  by  means  of  a  commission,  yon  ought  to  make 
all  the  necessary  arrangements  to  avail  of  this  facility.  A  commiasion,  even  a  little 
high,  paid  in  this  operation,  appears  to  us  preferable  to  the  inconvenience  of  lying 
loDg  ont  of  the  funds  in  Europe. 

We  do  not  say  more  npon  this  point,  having  full  confidence  in  the  skill  of  yoni 
pTDceedinga,  which  we  sanction  in  advance. 

Wb  piMsnt  you,  sir,  our  earnest  Balutations, 


O.  A.  LE  UOBE  &  CO. 

Digit  zed  by  Google 
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D«poHi(ioD  of  JahD  T.  SiiniiMiDs,iii  behalf  of  O.  A.  LeMore&Co.,  toksn  b«rateWw- 
le;  J.  Q.  Bsker,  special  comniigfiioEier,  at  his  office,  in  Uonroe,  Lm.,  an  tbe  lit,  Sd, 
3d,  and  4th  daya  af  Angnst,  A.  D.  1866. 

Int.  1.  What  !■  yoar  Tiame,  age,  and  place  of  residence,  and  oocapatiooT — A-  Uj 
name  ia  JchnT.  SiivmouB;  agea40  yeara.  I  reside  on  tbe  OMt  baok  of  tbe  Ooachita 
River,  intbenoith  part  of  the  jiariBh  of  Caldwali.     My  ocoopfttion  is  th»tof  a  pbntei. 

Int.  2.  Was  there  any  cotton  taken  from  your  place  by  the  United  Bwtea  fleet  of 
gunboats,  aoder  onmDiand  of  LientenanEr-Commander  Foster,  or  notf  When,  asd 
what  nnmber  of  bales  f — A.  There  was  cotton  taken  by  the  United  States  fleet  of  gnu- 
boats,  nnder  command  of  Lieutenant-Commuider  Foster,  from  my  plantation  (lit- 
nated  on  the  east  bank  of  the  Onacfaita  Kiver),  in  the  parish  of  Caldwell,  on  the  Bth 
day  April,  A.  D.  1864  (I  think).  It  was  Uken,  I  think,  on  the  8th  day  of  ApriL 
1664.  Aa  well  ae  I  recollect,  the  number  of  balps  claimed  by  Le  More  A  Co.  was  SO 
bales.  There  was  154  bales  more  taken  by  the  fleet  at  that  time  than  that  olalmed 
by  Le  More  &  Co. 

lilt.  3.  Who  raised  said  cotton  I— A.  Tbe  cotton  was  raised  on  the  "  Hopewell " 
plSiDtatiun,  Bitnatrd  on  the  east  bank  of  the  Onachita  Kiver,  then  owned  by  mynlf 
Mid  the  heira  of  E.  P.  Tatiim.  Tbe  plantation  is  commonly  known  as  the  "Sim- 
mons plantation,"  and  on  which  I  then  aod  now  reside. 

lut.  4.  Did  you  sell  theoolton,  and  to  whomf— A.  I  eold  a  part  of  the  cotton  to  C. 
O.  Yonug,  actiOK  agent  of  the  Confederate  Statee  of  America  in  the  porchase  of  cot- 
ton in  tbe  Ouacnita  conntty.  I  sold  all  the  cotton  on  tbe  plantation  to  C.  Q.  Toonf, 
agent,  except  the  154  bales  Above  spoken  of,  and  100  bales  sold  to  Wameken,  Kir- 
choff  &.Co.  All  of  tbe  cotton  which  reinaiDed  of  that  sold  to  C.  n.  Yonog  was  taken 
by  the  fleet;  the  balance  sold  to  Young  bad  been  stolen.  That  which  was  taken  b; 
tbe  tleet  wm  cluiiuud  by  O.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.  and  Wnraeken,  Kirchoff  &  Co. 

lut.  5.  After  ,rou  sold  to  tbe  Confederate  States,  did  {be  cotton  remain  in  year  cm- 
tody  or  not  t— A.  After  my  sale  of  tbe  cotton  to  the  Confederate  States,  it  remainedio 
my  poescssLou  unit  custody,  under  a  writteu  agreement  with  the  said  Confederate  Q«t- 
emment  ageut,  and  at  the  risk  of  the  Confederate  QoTenimeDt, 

Int.  6.  Did  you  know  Leou  Querouiel— A.  I  know  a  nian  of  that  name. 

Int.  7.  When  did  you  make  hie  acquaintance,  and  where  t— A.  I  made  bis  aoqnaist- 
ance  eoitie  time  in  the  month  of  March,  1864 — early  in  the  month,  near  my  plantation. 
1  met  him  aod  MoJ.  John  A.  Biickner  iu  a  buggy  asCol.  Robert  Richardson  and  myself 
were  returning  from  Monroe.  1  was  then  and  toere  introduoed  to  Mr.  L.  QuamaM  by 
M^or  Buckner ;  that  was  tbe  Brst  time  I  ever  saw  him. 

Int.  8.  Had  they  been  to  yonr  plantation  or  not  T~A.  They  hod  been  to  my  planta- 
tion ;  at  least,  Mt(jor  Buckner  said  tliey  bad  been  there. 

Int.  9.  Wbat  was  the  object  of  their  vUit  to  your  placef— A.  Bnckuer  told  me  that 
he,  Bnokner,  had  been  to  my  plantation  to  deliver  to  Mr.  Leon  Qneronze  the  cot- 
ton which  I  bad  sold  to  the  Confederate  States. 

Int.  10.  Did  Leou  Queronze  make  any  arrangement  with  yon  at  that  time  in  rcf^ard 
to  yonr  taking  care  of  the  cotton  for  him  I— A.  He  did.  He  told  me  at  that  Rom 
that  the  cotton  was  his  private  property,  and  that  he  would  give  me  a  sock  of  coffse 
if  I  n-unld  watch  it,  wbicb  I  cnsaged  to  do  for  him  to  prevent  any  more  of  the  cot- 
ton from  being  stolen.  Some  of  tbe  cotton  bad  been  stolen,  and  parties  were  yet 
stealing  cotton  in  tbe  neighborhood. 

Int.  II.  DidMi^Qr  Bucknerdeliver  tbe  cotton  to  QuerouxeT— A.H^orBaeknertold 
me  that  he  bad  delivered  tbe  cotton  to  Mr.  Querauze ;  that  is,  all  the  cotton  which  I 
had  sold  to  the  Confederate  States  wbicb  was  left  ou  the  plantation. 

Int.  12.  After  tliis  interview  between  L.  Queronze,  Major  Bnokner,  and  foorKlf, 
did  yon  hold  the  cotton  ns  the  property  of  L.  Querouze  or  not  I — A.  I  did.  I  Vnew  no 
other  person  in  the  transaction  than  Mr.  L.  Querauto  after  Major  Baekner  had  de- 
livered the  cotton  to  Querouze. 

Int.  13.  What  was  the  position  held  by  Maj.  John  A.  Buckner  while  stationed  at 
Uonroe,  La.  t — A.  Maj.  John  A.  Buckner  was  acting  aa  the  agent  of  tbe  ConMcrsta 
States,  in  charge  of  all  tbe  snid  Confeilerate  States'  cotton  iu  this  aectioD  of  the  coun- 
try. He  took  actnal  control  of  all  the  cotton  of  the  Confederate  States  in  tbiscosntiy, 
and  held  bis  appointment,  as  I  understood,  from  Qen.  E.  Ktrby  Smith  and  W.  A. 
Broadwell.  He  nad  men  detailed  from  the  army  to  assist  bim  in  loubiDg  up  tbs  ^t- 
emment  cotton  and  assisting  him  in  taking  care  of  it. 

Int.  14.  What  was  the  position  held  by  Lient.  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell  in  the  Confeder- 
ate StatesI— A.  It  was  understood  jtoncrally  that  said  Broadwell  was  chief  of  ihs 
oottou  bureau  in  the  tranEt-MtsBissippi-deparCmeut. 

Int.  15.  Subsi!^ueatly  to  tbe  lime  when  Querouze  and  Bnokner  met  yon,  near  yost 
place,  were  you  informed  of  any  change  in  the  ownership  of  the  cotton  above  spokeii 
~'  — notf — A.  Some  eight  or  ten  days  after  I  met  Qneronie  and  Bnckner  nesnnj 
. .,  as  stated  above,  Iwas  passing  Pargood's  lower  place,  sear  Monroe,  and  wu 
led  by  Mr.  Qnerooze,  who  came  out  to  the  gate  with  another  gentleman,  irlioia 


place, 
haUec 
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he  iDtrodacedto  me  bh  Le  Hom.  I  am  orimpieMion  now  tbat  Mr.  Qneroaifl  than  fn- 
formed  me  that  >  cfaKoge  bad  takrii  place  in  tbe  oiKaertbip  of  the  cottou,  Mr.  Le 
Uore  clalmeat  the  cotton  aa  having  be«a  boagbt  by  him  for  hia  brothers,  O.  A.  Le 
Hare  &  Co.,  and  I  afterwarils  lookM  upoo  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  »a  tbe  ownen  of  the 
oottou.  I  w«a  introdDi^il  at  that  time  to  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  b;  Hr.  Leon  QneroUM 
at  Parvoad'e  e^te. 

lut.  16.  SiiMeqnently  to  the  time  yon  wete  ItitrodDced  to  Hr.  Jnlea  Le  More  by  Hr. 
Leon  Qneronie,  lud  Hr.  Le  Hore  eDgage  yon  to  mark  the  cotton  for  the  firm  of  O.  A. 
LeHore  &  Co.,  and  tnkeoaie  of  it,  or  not,  for  them  I— A.  He  did.  He  engaged  me 
to  mark  the  cotton,  pluoe  it  on  rails  in  lines  or  rows,  in  regular  shippinfc  order, 
on  the  bank  of  the  river ;  he  endeavored  to  get  me  to  baal  it,  which  1  declined  to 
do.  I  did  haal  rails  to  the  bank  of  the  river,  and  plactwl  a  part  of  it  on  the  rails  in 
linn,  in  shipping  order;  I  marked  a  portion  of  it  "  L.  H."  1  wss  informed  that  that 
mark  waa  wrong.  I  then  marked  it  "  6.  L.  M."  I  b«d  not  flniebed  marking  cbe  cot- 
ton when  the  gnnboats  or  United  States  flrat  was  reported  coming  near  by,  and  I 
stopped  marking  and  workin);  at  tbe  cotlou.     "O.  L.  M."  trae  the  mark,  I  think. 

Int.  17.  Did  Mr.  Le  More  then  inform  you  that  he  had  sent  to  prucure  prrmltsfrom 
tbe  United  Srates  anthoritie«  lo  ship  the  cotton,  or  not  I — A.  He  did,  snd  was  then 
expecting  tbe  permits  to  arrive  daily,  and  when  I  heard  the  Unital  states  gnnboats 
coming  I  tbonght  at  Hist  that  it  was  Le  More's  baat«  coming  after  cotton. 

Int.  19.  When  the  euuboate  or  deet  of  the  United  States  iroa  taking  tbe  cotton,  did 
joa  in  inform  Mr.  JiHes  Le  Uore  Ibat  the  gnnboats  were  taking  his  cotton,  or  not  T — 
A.  Immediately  after  the  gunboats  had  taken  tbe  cotton,  I  «ent  word  to  Mr.  Le  More 
that  the  gunboats  had  taken  his  cotton.  My  impression  is,  1  wrote  bini  a  note  to  that 
effect. 

lot.SiO.  Did  Captain  Foster  sive  a  receipt  fur  the  cotton  to  any  one  on  the  place,  or 
not?— A.  A  receipt  was  demanded  and  refused. 

lot.  20.  Who  hanl-  d  the  cotton  to  the  river  bank,  and  by  whose  order  was  it  done  1 
—A.  Tbe  cotton  waa  hanled  by  John  Wcntzell,  and  I  think  Pargoud  bad  one  or  two 
leama  in  tbe  train.  I  had  teams  there  at  the  time  the  cotton  was  being  hanled,  en- 
gaged in  hauling  rails  to  pot  the  cotlou  on,  and  they  might  have  been  readily  mla- 
taken  as  being  engaged  in  nanling  the  cotton. 

Int.  21.  Yoa  speak  of  hauling  cotton.  Where  was  tbe  cotton  hauled  from,  and 
whither  I— A,  It  was  banled  Ttota  different  parte  of  the  plantation:  the  most  of  it 
waa  stored  on  a  back  plantation  about  three  miles  from  the  river ;  the  balance  of  it 
waa  stored  about  the  center  of  the  plantation,  in  a  shed,  about  one  mile  from  tbe 
river— abont  IsO  bales  of  it.  It  was  hanled  Trom  these  places  to  the  river,  to  two  dif- 
ferent points  on  the  river. 

Crosa-interrogatoriee  proponnded  by  Witbenbnry  and  Doyle: 

Crow-int.  I.  Did  yon  at  the  time  yon  sold  the  cotton  lo  C.  O.  Yunng,  C.  S.  agent, 
Hgn  any  docnment  by  wbiob  you  obligated  yourself  to  hold  the  cotton  subject  to  the 
order  of  the  C.  t).  Government,  or  its  ageut  t— A.  I  think  that  in  the  bill  of  sale  of  the 
cotton  to  the  C.  8.  there  wiu  a  clanse  something  to  that  purport. 

CroM-int.  2.  Did  Major  BuckDer  or  any  one  elue,  at  tiie  time  you  speak  of  Id  yoDC 
answer  to  the  ninth  direct  Interrogatory,  show  yon  any  written  antbority  concerning 
tbe  sale  of  this  cotton  to  Leon  Queroiize  from  the  C.  fi.  OovernmentT — A.  None  waa 
shown  at  the  time  that  I  now  rememher  of. 

Cross- int.  3.  Did  you  ever  receive  back  the  receipt  you  gave  to  C.  Q.  Yoatla.  in 
which  you  bound  younielf  to  holil  the  cotton  subject  to  the  order  of  the  agent  uf  the 
C.  H.  Government  T — A.  No  ;  1  never  received  any  document  back  from  C.  U.  Young 
or  any  one  else.  Young  left  the  country  about  the  time  that  Qeneral  Stevenson  made 
a  raid  to  Monroe,  in  August,  1H63,  since  which  time  he  has  not  been  in  this  oountrf. 

CrosB-int.  4.  Have  you  ever  seen  any  written  bill  of  sale  for  the  cotton  in  question 
to  A.  O.  Le  Hore  A.  Co.  f  If  so,  by  whom  whs  it  made  ;  what  was  tbe  con  si  delation 
named,  the  auwnnt  and  kind  of  conaideratioa  1 — A.  I  never  have  seen  any  written 
bill  of  sale  to  O.  A.  Le  More  d.  Co.  or  Qnerouie  from  any  one  for  said  cotton. 

Cross- int.  b.  Did  you  ever  see  a  bill  of  sale  or  any  written  evidence  of  ownership 
in  said  cotton  to  Leon  Queronze,  or  had  you  any  evidence  of  his  onuersbip,  except 
the  verbal  statement  of  Uajor  HncknerT — A.  I  never  saw  any  bill  of  Bale  to  Leon 
Qneronzc  that  1  rememk>er  of.  I  bad  noother  evidence  of  ownerehip  in  the  cottou  by 
QaeroDze  except  the  verbal  statement  of  Major  Bnckner  and  tbe  acta  of  Qaeronee. 

Cross-int.  ti.  Did  Queronze  overpay  you  anything  for  taking  care  of  the  cotton  t — 
A.  Nothing  that  I  now  remember  of.  Tbiiigs  were  in  snob  coDAiaion  that  I  never 
thought  about  the  pay. 

Croes-int.  7.  Did  you  at  any  time  during  tbe  removal  of  tbia  cotton  nndrrstand  from 
Le  More,  or  others,  by  what  merit  or  service  or  payment  Le  Hprewas  entitted  to  this 
cotton  ;  or  did  yon  ever  hear  froui  Major  Bnckner  or  Leon  Querouie  what  waa  the 
coDsideratiou  paid  by  QnerouEe  lo  tbe  Confederate  States  for  this  cotton  T 

(Le  More  A.  Co.,  by  their  coi/neel,  object  to  the  questiona  Inclnded  under  No.  7,  cm 


.  oog  lo 


394  FRENCH   AND   AMERICAN    CLAIMS    COMMISStOK. 

the  gronnd  tbat  they  call  fbr  hearsay  evidence,  the  declarations  of  parties  who  m 
competeDt  witneasea  in  IhlBcoae.) 

A.  I  D^ver  heard  Le  More,  Qaeroaze,  or  Backner  say  anything  on  the  sabjeet  in- 
qaired  abont;  I  never  heard  M^orBuckuerorLeoD  QueroazeBay  what  considentioa 
was  paid  by  Querouze  for  the  cotton. 

0roB8-iut.  8.  Have  yon  ever  made  any  sale  of  this  cotton,  or  any  part  of  it,  to  uy 
oneexi!ept  toC.G.  Young,  ConfederaU  States  agent  I — A.  I  never  made  any  wte  of  the 
cotton  t  sold  to  C.  O.  Young,  Confederate  States  agent,  as  above  stated,  to  any  am 
except  the  said  Yonng,  as  agent,  nor  any  part  of  it. 

Crosa-lnt.  9.  Had  you  any  knowledge  of  the  act  of  the  United  SlateaCongrenpuud 
July  17,  1362 1  were  they  ever  published  in  these  parla  f  (The  act  T«fernid  to  is  enli- 
tied  "An  act  to  Buppresa  insarrections,  to  punish  treason  and  rebellion,  to  seiie  ind 
oonBscate  the  property  of  rebels,  and  for  other  piirpoees."  Approved  July  17, 1962.)— 
A.  I  had  no  knowledge  of  the  aot  above  mentioned  nntil  Hay,  1865,  when  I  chanced 
to  meet  with  a  copy  of  the  Statutes  at  Large  of  the  United  States.  I  never  saw  auj 
publications  of  the  laws  of  the  United  Stat«s  in  the  newspapttra  of  the  Sonth  liiice 
the  rebellion ;  1  do  not  believe  the  said  acts  were  ever  publiebod  in  these  parts. 

Cross-int.  10.  What,  if  any,  voluntary  service  or  contribation  have  yon  rendcRd 
the  Coufederate  States  since  July  17,  186'J,  except  the  saleofvour  cotton  T— A.  Inevtr 
have  done  anything  since  that  time  but  try  to  lEeep  out  of  the  service  and  aTDid  tbt 
conscript  officers. 

CroM-int.  II.  Rave  you  ever  taken  the  oath  of  allegiance  or  oath  of  amneotyt— A 
I  have  never  taken  either  of  the  oaths  spoken  of.  There  has  been  no  officers  here  to 
adminiHter  the  oath.  I  have  not  been  anywhere  wheie  there  was  an  officer  to  admin- 
ister the  oath.  I  bad  deteiiuined  to  take  the  amnesty  oatb  as  soon  as  it  was  published, 
and  intend  to  do  ao  aa  soon  as  there  is  an  officer  qualified  to  administer  the  oath. 
Cross-interrogatories  propounded  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  SIktes: 

Cross-int.  1  (by  the  United  States).  What  was  the  date  of  the  aole  of  said  cottM 
from  you  to  C.  O.  Young,  agent  of  the  Confederate  States  T— A.  [t  was  made  in  tk* 
earlv  port  of  January,  l^SsS. 

CixiBs-int.  2  (by  the  Uni led  States).  At  the  timeof  thesale,  wasyou  theeatlreowwr 
of  the  cotlon  f— A.  I  was  the  sole  owner  of  the  cotton  at  the  date  of  the  sale  to  C.  O. 
Yonng,  agent  of  the  Confederate  States,  on  tlie  26th  day  of  December,  1862.  I  mai* 
a  purchase  of  the  plantation,  ioolnding  all  the  cotton  and  all  other  property  on  tb« 
same,  frum  tlie  heirs  of  E.  P.  Tatum,  niy  former  partner  in  the  plantation. 

CroBS-iDt.  3  (by  the  United  Stales).  Was  yon  paid  for  the  cotton  by  the  Confedent* 
StatesT    If  yea,  howl— A.  I  was  paid  by  C.  O.  Young  in  certificates,  which  I  snbM- 
quently  converted  Into  interest- bearing  treasury  notes. 
InterrogatorieB-in- chief  by  Lb  Mo»k  &  Co.: 

Int.  1.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  other  claiin  ant  for  this  cotton  before  the  snTTender 
of  the  tranE-Mississlppi  department,  and  after  the  gnnboats  took  the  cotton,  other  than 
a.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.f— A.  I  never  did. 

Int.  2.  Were  yon  ever  notified  of  any  sale  of  the  said  cotlon  to  Withenbnry  ft 
Doyle  T— A,  t  never  was  notified  of  any  sncb  sale.  I  never  beard  of  any  other  claim- 
ants than  6.  Ai  Le  More  &,  Co.  to  said  cotton,  nntil  a  few  days  ago,  when  Mr.  Jus- 
Ray  informed  me  of  the  varionB  claimanta. 

Int.  3.  How  was  the  Confederate  States  in  the  habit  of  paying  her  employes  in  tk* 
tranB-Missiasrppi  department  I — A.  With  certified  accounbi. 

Int.  4.  Was  it  in  the  habit  of  paying  with  cotton  f— A.  I  never  heard  of  berpayiif 
in  cotton,  though  it  might  have  been  done. 

.  CroBs-examination  by  WiTHENBURr  &.  DoruB  resumed : 

Cro«e-int.  I.  When  you  sold  the  cotton  to  Agent  C.  G.  Young,  did  he  or  yon  wei^ 
it  and  mark  it  C.  S.  A.  t  Did  you  weigh  each  bale  separately,  or  did  yon  average  IM 
weigbtel— A,  When  Isold  the  cotton,  Yonng  and  bis  snba  gent  weighed  alt  the  cot- 
ton, bale  by  bale,  and  his  stibagent  and  my  overseer  marked  a  large  portion  of  tbs 
cotton  C.  S.  A.  They  did  not  marke  it  all.but  marked  the  greatr  )>or1ionof  it  C.  S.  A, 
and  my  hauda  stored  it  in  the  sheds  by  Young's  order,  after  which  time  it  was  tttba 
risk  of  the  Confederate  States  Government,  but  in  my  custody  to  take  care  of. 

Crues-int.  2.  When  Buckner  delivered  the  ooltou  to  Qoeronze  or  when  he  said  h» 
delivered  it,  did  either  of  them  weigh  it,  or  was  it  ever  weighed  by  any  one  elM  after 
It  was  weighed  by  Yonng  and  his  snbagentf — A.  It  was  never  weighed  alter  It  «si 
flnti  weighed,  to  my  knowledge.  When  Buckner  met  me  near  my  place  with  Qlle^ 
onze,  at  the  time  Buckner  and  Qiicrouze  had  been  to  the  cotton  to  deliver  it  la 
OnoTouze,  both  Buckner  and  Qneronze  asked  me  how  mnch  ought  to  be  deduetsd 
from  the  wpigbtA  of  Young  for  loss.  I  told  them  tbat  I  thought  that  fifteen  pouixll 
would  be  a  fair  deduction  per  bale.  They  agreed  that  fifteen  pounds  parbaleshosU 
be  deducted  from  the  original  weights.  Bookner  told  me  he  waa  U  let  I] 
have  the  cotton  at  a  deduction  of  15  pounds  to  the  bale. 


FRENCH   AND  AMERICAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION.  396 

CroM-int.  3.  Didyoa  mb  BnckDer  deliver  the  cotton  to  QneronseT — A.IdidiiotiM 
Baefcnei  deliver  the  oottoo  to  Qnerouie. 

Cro«-int.  i.  Kzunine  the  dociinietiti  preeentedwid  say  whether  or  not  yon  wrot* 
itT — A,  Yes;  I  wrote  tbe  docament.  Id  expluifttion,  1  now  state  that  that  put  of  the 
letter  in  which  I  state  it  was  nuderttood  that  this  cottOD,  with  other  lota,  has  been 
turned  over  by  the  authorities  of  tbe  CoQfederate  States  to  Mr.  I.e  More,  to  pay  him 
for  cloth,  Jke.,  famished  the  Coofvderate  States,  I  Dieaot  to  say  that  it  was  moioT 
mly.  I  did  not  hear  I^e  More  sa^  so — I  had  no  knowledge  of  the  fact.  The  doon- 
,..,.*  u^^t  ^•.-m.itt.  tki.  ....wg^^  IS  herewith flied,  and  uiarkedeshibit  A. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CUrk. 

Sxhibil  A,  rtfeired  lo  in  depMUlosi  of  J.  T.  Simmomi. 

HoKROX,  La.,  JkI«  4,  1865. 
A.  W.  HcKix,  Esq. : 

Dkar  Sir  :  I  know  no  snch  man  as  Garcia.  1  never  made  any  sale  of  the  eottoo 
referred  t«  in  yoni  memonndam,  except  Ut  Dr.  C.  G.  Yonng,  aottng  as  agent  for  the 
Confederate  States.  (It  was  anderatood  that  this  cotton,  with  other  lots,  had  been 
tarned  over  by  the  authorities  of  the  ConfedeT»t«  States  to  a  Hr.  Le  More,  to  pay 
him  for  cloth  he  fumiehed  the  Confedemt«  States.  J 

I  have  been  called  upon  to  tign  B  sood  many  papers  by  Le  More,  and  those  olain- 
ing  toBct  for  him.  to  lscilitat«  him  (aa  it  waa alleged)  in  establishing  bis  Just  claim 
t«  the  cotton.     These  were  read  to  me,  and  were  algiied  withont  farther  examination. 

1  can  aaaert  positively,  however,  that  I  never  Intended,  nor  did  I  suppose  I  waa 
called  on  to  moke,  an;  new  sale  of  the  cotton,  different  fh>m  that  to  Dr.  Yonng,  aa 
above  stated. 

No  price  was  ever  oSisred  to  me,  nor  did  I  ever  receive  any  oompenaation  for  any 
such  pretended  sate. 

If  I  signed  any  paper  pntporttne  to  be  a  sale  to  Garcia,  or  any  other  penon,  I  was 
misled  and  deceivM  in  ao  doing.  I  do  not  remember  to  nave  ever  signed  any  paper 
in  which  the  name  of  Garcia  was  mentioned.  ^/ffn 

Very  respectfully,  yoor  obedient  servant,  ^K^KK 

State  of  Louisiana,  V*,JSNr©^ 

Farith  of  Ouaekila : 
I  certify  that  the  above  and  foregoing  is  wholly  writton  by  John  T,  Simmoos.     I 
am  well  acquainted  with  his  handwriting,  and  the  aiguatnre  to  tbe  above  is  gennlne. 
In  testimony  whereof  I  heiennto  aigu  my  name  on  this  3d  day  of  Angiist,  1865. 

CHAS.  DELEBT, 
JhiNw  of  Me  i'MC*. 
Filed  September  18, 1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 


Angnst,  A.  D.  Id65. 

Int.  1.  What  is  yonrname,  aoe,  reeidence,  and  occnpationt — A.  My  name  is  Jnlea 
LeMore;  thirty-six  years  old;  rreuch citizen, temporarilyin  Monroe;  by oocnttation 
a  commission  merchant. 

Int.^.  Where  were  yon  on  the  S&th  day  of  April,  1863T  At  that  time  were  yon  a 
married  man  (  Where  did  yon  reside  at  that  time  or  since  T  Rod  joa  any  domicile  at 
that  time  or  since  f  Where  were  yon  born,  and  of  what  country  are  you  a  citizen  T — A. 
I  was  in  Hatamoras,  Mexico,  on  the  ^th  of  Jnly,  18KI.  I  wasabacheloratthattime; 
1  had  no  died  residence  at  that  time,  nor  since ;  I  waa  bom  in  Havre,  France,  and  I 
Km  a  French  citizen.  I  hereto  annex  my  certificate  of  nationality,  signed  by  the 
French  consul,  and  approved  by  the  American  authority,  September  26,  1H62.  EX' 
hiliit  marked  No.  1,  and  attached. 

Int.  3.  Did  yon  or  did  yon  not  act  aa  the  agent  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  whilst  in 
UatamoiaaT  If  yea,  please  etatewhen  and  where  you  received  yonrappointment,  and 
attach  yonr  letter  of  procuration  to  your  answers,  if  you  have  it  t — A.  1  did.  I  annex 
tbeoriEinal  letter  of  O.  A.  Le  More  dr.  Co.,  of  Havre,  France.  I  received  the  annexed 
letter  Som  O.  A.  Le  More  Sc  Co.  in  the  first  days  of  September,  ISd-t.  I  received  It  at 
Uatamoraa,  Mexico.     The  letter  is  hereto  annexed,  and  is  marked  Exhibit  No.  3. 

lot.  4.  Do  yon  know  the  aignatuie  of  O.  A.  Le  More  Sc  Co. !  Did  voa  ever  see  them 
■>gat  Is  tbe  signature  to  Exhibit  No.  S  their  genuine  or  not! — A.  1  know  tbe  signa- 
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tare  of  O.  A.  Le  Mors  A  Co.  I  have  HtoD  the  lenlor  partner  ligii  the  fine  nkdia  Tai; 
often.  The  aJKnatiiTe  to  the  letter  marked  Exhibit  No.  2  is  the  genaiae  aiKnBlDn  it 
theflrmof  O.  A.  LeMore&Co.     The  whole  letter  is  in  the  handwriOiig  nfthanokn 

Eartner  of  the  firm  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  aa  alao  the  firm  name  ia  alao  made  is  hii 
andwriting.     Have  often  seen  him  write  and  algn. 

Int.  5.  Arter  joar  arrival  at  Matamoraa,  did  yon  paaa  any  blockade  in  any  pott  of 
the  United  States,  or  go  to  or  fhim  any  port  or  place  within  the  United  Btatei  without 

.  No,  1  did  noL  I  did  natgotoorbomaay 
,  rjthoat  the  lawful  permleaion  of  tbspnpet 
Federal  authorities.  1  hereto  annex  a  pass  to  go  l^m  New  Orlrana  to  Matamons, 
dated  April  13,  ld63,  marked  No.  3 ;  one  dated  Apnl  29,  1861,  to  pan  from  Tidalis  to 
Natchez,  Miss.,  marked  No.  4 ;  one  to  paas  from  Hatches  to  New  Orleans,  dated  April 
30,  1664,  narked  No  6 ;  one  from  New  Orleaiu  to  New  York,  dated  Aiignst  10,  tm, 
marked  No.  6 ;  and  one  from  New  Orleans  to  New  York,  December  2,  1864,  DUiktd 
No.  7. 

Int.  6.  Did  yon  ever  aid  or  aasfst  in  carrying  on  any  eotrcspondence  between  th* 
United  States  and  the  so-called  C»Dfoileral«  Stat«^  or  between  any  antit,  «IBeer,  ei 
employes  thereof,  with  auy  one  I — A.  I  never  did  aoything  of  the  kind. 

Int.7.  Are  yon  acqnainted  with  W.  A.  Broadwellf  Have  yon  often  seen  him  write 
ftDd  sign  liis  name  T  Are  yon  acquainted  with  hie  bandwritlDgt  Is  bia  aiguatora  to 
the  docDtneut  marked  0  genuine  or  not  t— A.  I  am  acquainted  with  W.  A.  BraadwelL 
I  have  often  seen  bim  write  and  sign  bis  name.  I  am  aoqainted  with  bia  hatidwrit- 
JDg.  The  signature  tA  the  docnment  presented  t-o  me,  marked  O,  is  his  gennine  ugna- 
tare.    (Docuiuent  marked  0  attached.) 

Int.  8.  Have  you  jn  i^onr  possession  any  certificates,  letters,  or  praof,  t«  prove  joar 
character  or  standing  m  the  commnnity  where  yon  have  done  business  f — A.  Ves.  1 
annex  a  letter  of  the  French  consul,  dated  New  Orleans,  Jnly  30,  1U6&,  marked  No.8. 
and  two  certificates  signed  by  C.  Boseliue  and  other  oitiaena  of  New  Orleans,  attestM 
by  Cuthbert  Bullitt,  V.  S.  mamhal,  dated  July  38,  1865,  marked  Nos.  9  and  10. 

Filed  September  1^,  leHb. 

QEORGE  P.  BOWEN,  Cbnt 

Exhibit  A'o.  1,  rtfeneA  to  In  dqiMftion  of  Jutti  Le  More. 

CONSULAT  DB   FlUMCIi,  A   LA  NOUVBLLK-OKL^AKS  : 

Nous,  Charles  Faaconnet,  acting  consul  de  France  &  la  Noavelle-Orliaoa,  dooi 
certiHonB  qne  Monsieur  Le  More  (Jnlea  Thfodore  Arlbar),  raSsidant  en  oette  viile,  m 
'     "      "  Ms, en  facede  ■    —'        "■  -  ■■  .  ..  _     -  ^      -...__.._. 

e  {dSpartemec 

Attestous,  en  oatro,  que,  snr  son  affirmative  de  n'avolr  Jamais  porda  sa  natlonaliM 
francaiae  pur  naturalisation  oa  antres  actesde  citioyennet^  americaine,  le  dit  sien 
Jnlea  Th^odoro  Arthur  Le  More  a  ^t^  inscrit  comme  Frontais  sur  le  i^gistre  motricnle 
tenn  en  la  Chancellerie  de  ce  oonsulat. 

£d  foi  do  qnoi  nous  Inl  avons  ddlivr^  le  present  certiQcat  ponr  secvir  et  vaioir  m 
qne  de  droit 

A  la  Nonvelle-Orl^ans,  le  'JS  septembrc  1663. 

Pr.  le  consul : 

Le  G^rant  du  Consulat — 

[80EAN.]  FASCONNET. 

Filed  September  16,  1665. 

OEOBOE  P.  BOWEN,  CUrk. 


COMSULATK  or  Fraitcr,  New  Oblkanb  : 

Wi*,CharlesFanGonuet,  acting  consul  of  France  at  New  Orleans,  do  certify  that  Ht. 
Le  More  (Jnlee  Theodore  Arthur),  residing  in  this  city.  Rampart  street,  oppoaiie  tb* 
Place  fl'ArmcB,  where  be  follows  the  profession  of  a  merohant,  was  bora  at  Havn, 
department  of  Seine  luferieure,  France,  on  the  17th  of  October,  IS'^KI. 

We  mnreover  certify  tbat  the  said  Jules  Theodore  Arthur  Le  More,  never  b»Tiii|! 
lost  bis  French  citir.enghip  by  natnralization  or  other  acta  of  American  cituenship, 
han  been  registereci  aa  a  Frenoh  subject  npon  the  registry  books  kept  in  the  chaix*!- 
lerie  of  this  consulate. 

In  faith  of  which  we  have  giveu  the  present  certificate,  to  be  used  and  vonebed  to. 

New  Orleaus,  September  'a,  1S^2. 

The  AcHdk  Consul, 

LSKAL.]  FANCONNET. 
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SxhibU  No.  2,  rtfimd  to  in  d^otiUou  o/Jnif  L«  Man. 

Havkk,  a4>illc<  ia63. 
UoniieDT  JuLKS  Lk  Hork, 

Metamitrai : 
Uonsuur:  Nod*  Tenon*  p»t  c««  prfiientM  tous  ttatoriterii&iTe'poiirnotre  compto 
dMMiliaUde  ooton  ik  HstMnora*,  dutBleTezaaetdADalftHftotelioniaiMie,  n'ese^dkot 
pM  (2,500  bla.)  denz  milleoint^canUballespauTetrerendnMeD  Europe  ii  denxfnuiea 
cinqnanw  oeniimes  le  demi  kilogramme,  votre  oommiulon  de  cinq  pour  cent  com- 
priu,  ponr  wtTte  middling  Liverpool. 

Sods  ce  pti  noi»  vons  nmettons  nne  lettre  vous  accrMitaiit  anpr£a  de  Moiuieur  A. 
TBTtron  pour  fairs  fiwe  anx  dita  achate.  Nous  tenons  beaucoup  &  ce  que  lea  tirages  sot 
DDua  ne  se  fassent  qu'au  moment  de  I'ezptdition  des  cotonH,  et  comme  11  est  K  notre 
connainauce  qu'auHexlqna  on  pent  Be  proourer  de  I'argent  &  int^rfit  moyennant  nne 
oommisaion,  voui  devei  prendre  tons  les  arrangemente  n^o«BHaireii  pour  profiter  de 
cette  facility,  iine  commiMion  m^me  nn  pen  forle,  pay6e  par  oette  operation,  nons  pa- 
lall  prtiffirable  aus  InconT^uienU,  d'nn  long  d^oouverten  Europe. 

Nona  ne  none  ^tendoni  pas  davantage  h  cet  ^ard,  ayant  pleine  conflanoe  daua 
I'habiltt^  de  vos  agiasenienta  one  noua  Banctlonnons  1 1'avance. 
KoDs  Yona  prriaentona,  Honsienr,  nos  salutatlana  empteaa^es, 

G.  A.  LE  MOBE  &.  CO. 
Piled  September  tl,  1666. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clark. 
[TruulBtlon.) 

Havrk,  Juig  34,  ld63. 
Mr  Jules  Le  Mouic,  Matamoriu : 

Sir:  We  oome  by  tbeae  preeenta  toantborize  ,voo  to  make  for  our  account  purchaaee 
of  cotton  at  Uatamoraa,in  Teiaa,Bud  in  upper  Looiiriaaa,  not  eioneding  (S,500  balea) 
two  thonaand  five  hnndred  balea,  to  be  dullTCRd  in  Enrop«,  at  tvn  rmnoa  and  fifty 
centimea  the  halT  kilogramme,  yoar  oommlaidon  of  Ave  per  cent,  inclnded,  for  Liver- 
poril  middling  claw. 

Under  thii  cover  we  eend  yon  a  letter  accrediting  yon  with  Mr.  A.Tertron,  to  meet 
■aid  purcbaaea. 

We  are  very  aazioos  that  tbeae  drafts  on  us  ehoald  not  be  niodo  until  the  moment 
of  the  deapatcb  of  the  cottona,  and  aa  it  la  irltbia  your  knowledge  that  in  Heiico 
tooney  can  be  procured  npou  intereat,  by  meana  of  a  commlasion,  ^oa  ongbt  to  make 
all  the  necessary  arraageDtent  to  avail  of  thia  facility.  A  ooiiimiMion,  even  a  little 
bigb,  paid  in  this  operation,  appears  to  na  pKferable  to  the  iiicoaveaienoea  of  lying 
loDg  out  of  the  funds  in  Europe. 

We  do  not  aay  more  upon  thia  point,  faBTlug  full  confldeuceln  theaktil  of  yonr  pro- 
cMdInga,  which  we  aanctiou  in  advance. 

We  preaent  you,  air,  our  earnest  aalntationa. 

G.  A.  LE  MOBE  A  CO. 

Exhibit  yo.  3,  rtfernd  to  {«  Aepotition  o/  J»let  Le  Mwv. 

]P*M.  No.— .1 

Office  Provobt  Marshal  Grmkral  or  Lodisiama, 

JVnc  Orlatmt,  April  13,  1863. 
Paas  Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  of  Havre,  ftoia  New  Orleans  to  Matamoras,  per  steamer 
M«Mlle. 

This  past  is  given  npon  the  parole  of  honor  of  the  holder  that  he  will  in  no  way 
give  information,  eonntenance,  aid,  or  support  to  the  ■o.ealled  Confederate  Govern- 
nent  or  St*t«e. 

JAMES  BOWEN, 
Briga^er-Qtittral,  Provott  Martkal  Qmeral  of  Lauitiaiut. 
Filed  September  18,  1B6G. 

GEORGE  P.  BOWEN,  UUrk. 

SMbU  N9.  4,  n^wrtd  to  to  dtpporiMon  e/  J»U*  Le  Mcrt. 

ViDAUA,  La.,  JpHl  S9, 1S64. 
Ouaids  and  picket* :   Paas  one  man,  one  valise,  out  of  the  lluea  on  to  Nat«b«E. 
Good  for  one  day. 


OEOBOB  P.  BOWEN,  Cltrk. 


oogle 
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£fAiMi  Xo.  6,  rcTerrad  to  fit  iJ«f>o«{UM  o/  JmIm  L»  Mart. 

[Fan.    Mo.-^l 

Oppicb  op  pRovoer-M jl  itamL, 

SatAm,  MiM.,  April  30, 18H. 
Pass  Mr.  J.  Le  More,  of  New  Orleane,  A«m  Nfttchei  to  New  OrlvaOB. 
ThispMS  iB  giveD  opoD  the  parole  of  honor  of  tfa«  holder  that  bewjU  fa  no  wit  give 
iuforiDalioD,  coanteDanoe,  Aid  or  mpport  to  the  ao-c»lled  CuDfedeimte  Oaramuntor 
StaUa. 

J.  H.  PARKEB, 
LttuUnant  awd  ProTvtt-iltrAaL 
Bt  UoDshan. 
filed  September  IS,  1966. 

GEO.  P.  BOWBH,  CI«*. 

Exyau  Se.  6,  r^arr«d  to  in  dtpimtion  of  Jul**  Lt  More. 


FROroBT-MABasu-'a  OrnCK, 

ff«w  Orfwai,  AmgutlO,  IIM. 
PaM  Mr.  J  Dies  Le  More,  of  N.  O.,  Aom  New  Orleaiu  to  New  York,  tteaner  E.  fi. 
Sowder. 

This  paas  Is  given  upon  the  parole  of  honor  of  the  holder  that  he  will  in  no  waf 
give  intonnatlou,  oounteuanee,  aid,  or  aupport  lo  the  so^oallad  Confederate  Ootob. 
ment  or  Statea. 

BOBBRT  F.  DUNHAM, 
CapL,  A.  D.  C,  and  JVwvMl-lfaraUt. 
Filed  September  18,  IBB6. 

QEO.  P.  BOWBN,  Clrt. 

SsMbit  No.  7,  Ttfcrrtd  to  la  deporitloa  of  J»U»  U  Mort. 

|F>«.    No.-.] 

HKADquABTRRs  Dkparthsnt  of  tbk  Qmx, 

OrvICR  PnOTOST-MAKSBAL.ORVRRAL, 

JV«w  OrlttMJ,  Dtetrnktr  S,  ISGi 
PaM  Mr.  J.  Le  Mom,  wife,  and  aerrant,  of  Franoe,  from  New  Orleanato  Kew  Toffc. 
per  stM-Ler  Onldtng  Star. 

Thi»  paaa  U  given  upon  the  parole  of  honor  of  the  holder  that  be  will  in  no  wij 
give  inroniMtion,  oenntonanoe,  aid,  or  nipport  to  tha  ao-e»11ed  Confederate  Goien- 
ment  or  Stales. 
Bv  order  of  Col.  Harai  Bobinaan,  provoat-manhal-general. 

HENRY  C.  WELLCOME, 
ZlMleaaal  and  A.  A.  D.  C 
Filed  September  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CIrt. 

JUkiMt  Ifo.  8,  rtferrod  to  fw  depotUiiM  ttfJ^im  Lt  Mart. 

ComtTLATB  DK  Framck,  a  ia  NonvRixK-ORL^AKS, 

IPiU-OrUmi,  SOjailUt,  \fA 

MON  CHRR  HowsiaCR :  Soivant  le  i6»ix  qne  vona  m'en  aves  exprimt,  Je  a/ta- 
piewe  de  renir  dtelarer: 

Que  J'al  en  I'honneur  de  vona  oonnaltre  oomme  nn  dee  membree  de  )a  tnaiaoe  Fru- 
^ise,  £■  Oantherin  &,  Cin.,  de  oette  ville,  qne  cette  maieon  dont  lei  centrw  nwnltw 
^talent  Horn,  E.  Oantherin  et  Mons.  Al&ed  More,  votre  frfcce,  et  qui  s'eat  diaolau.  j« 
□rolH,  en  Janvier  1863,  a  toiOonn  pon^  poor  aue  dea  pins  iinportantea  et  de«  pie*  rc- 
•peatablea  aar  la  plaoe  de  la  N'lle-Orltens,  qne  peraon nolle mant  vona  ave*  toiuo"* 
joni  ioi  de  la  oousiddration  gdn^rale  oomme  homme  et  comme  n^gooiant.  Qne  ae  iaj<< 
ftan^li  •  •  "  c^n'il  j  a  ;denz  annie*  environ  vona  avei  qnltte  cett^  ville  p«« 
TOUR  rendre  an  Mexiqoe,  et  qne  revaoa  aeulement  vers  le  moii  d'avril  dernier,  nii 
loni  Atea  mari^  aveo  nne  Jenne  peraonne  appartenant  k  nne  des  pine  aooieane*  >l  <l* 
pliiB  houorables         dn  paji. 

Tolla,  moo  oher  Moiuienr,  oe  que  je  aala  de  la  maiaon  E.  QanllMriii  ft  Cie.,  tt  w 


,Goo'^[i, 
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TODB-meme.     81  cea  inroroiftttoDB,  ooDtiaea,  d'^llean,  de  tans,  penTSDt  voua  tin 
quetquea  avantages,  j'e  m'eatimetai  henrenx  da  I'octuuiuu  qui  m'a  pennls  <1e  lea  €c 
«t  Ae  lea  BigucT  et  d'y  joindre  rexpreuion  de  mes  •eDtinieDto  lea  plaa  dtHiingn^. 
Le  O^rant  du  Consiilat — 


KoDRienr  Julks  Le  Hori. 
Filed  SepUntxir  18,  1665. 


GEO,  P.  BOWEN,  CUrk. 
[TnuiUlion.] 


CON8UL4TB  OF  Fbakcr,  tv  Nbw  Uklkans, 

A'«w  OrUant,  Julg  20,  1865. 

Ut  Dbar  8ik:  Id  aocordance  with  the  dMiteyou  hftve  expressed  to  tne,  I  hast«D 
to  say: 

Tb»t  I  have  bad  the  bonor  to  know  yoa  as  »  partoer  in  the  French  firm  E.  Oan- 
thcrin  4.  Co.,  in  this  city.  That  this  firm,  of  whom  the  other  partners  were  Mr.  E. 
Gantheiin  and  Mr.  Alfred  Le  More,  and  which  dissolved  partnenhip,  I  think,  in  Jan- 
uary, 1(163,  has  alwayspaased  for  one  of  the  moetimportant  undmost  resneotableof  the 
city  of  New  Orleans.  That  personally  you  have  alwaya  enjoyed  Keneral  cod >i deration 
here,  both  as  a  man  and  a  merchant.  That  being  by  birth  a  Freuch  subject  *  •  • 
That  aboDt  two  years  ago  you  left  this  city  for  Hexico,  and  that,  coming  back  here 
only  about  last  April,  yon  married  a  young  lady  from  one  of  the  most  ancieut  and 
honorable  families  in  this  country. 

This  ii,  my  dear  sir,  what  1  know  concemiug  the  firm  of  E.  Oantherin  &  Co.  and 
yonrself. 

If  these  ■tatemenlB,  known  to  everyl)Ody,  can  be  of  any  service  to  yon,  I  shall 
Ditcem  myaelf  happy  that  the  opportunity  has  been  afforded  to  me  of  writing  and 
■ij^ing  them,  and  of  adding  the  eipreaeion  of  my  diatinguishnd  regard. 

The  acting  consul — 

FANCONNET. 

Mr.  JuuM  Le  Horr. 

Exkibit  yo.  9,  T^rmd  l<i  in  drpotiUim  of  Julet  La  Man. 

Statk  of  Louisiana, 

OUgofNoBOrtean*! 

We,  the  QDdersigned  residents  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  State  of  Louisiana,  da 
b«reby  certify  that  we  have  known  for  many  years  past  Mr,  Jules  Le  More,  io  the 
oity  of  New  Orleans.  That  that  gentlemen  was  one  of  the  three  partners  of  the  firm 
of  E,  Oantherin  &Co.,a  French  commercial  honseof  the  highest  respectability,  doing 
bneineea  In  this  city,  but  which  has  been  dissolved  since  the  1st  Jauuary,  18^. 

That  said  Ur.  Jnles  Le  More  is  a  French  subject,  has  never  been  naturalized,  and 
ha*  always  had,  in  this  community,  the  reputation  of  a  gentleman  of  honor,  integrity, 
and  honesty,  both  in  his  private  and  coramerolal  transactions.  That  abont  two  feara 
ago  be  left  this  city  for  Mexico,  on  board  of  the  steamer  Melville,  being  tbeo  a  Etaoh- 
elor,  rince  which  time  he  has  not  resided  in  this  city. 

About  six  montltH  ago  Mr.  Jntea  Le  More  returned  here  and  was  married  to  a  young 
Ikdy  behioging  to  one  of  the  oldest  and  most  respectable  families  in  this  city. 

P1.ACIDE  FORBTAIX,  Pretideni  Slar  Mutual  ianraaos  Coapowv. 
a.  Cruzat,  Caihiar  Meehaniet'  mtd  IVodort'  Bank. 

C.    ROSRUUB,   J.    M.    LAFETRB,    Aft.    MlLTIMBBIiaBR. 

Ch.  Saqurks,  Fraidenl  litrAatitif  Mutual  Iniuranet  Compaiig. 

J.  TnTBS,  mtUtui  Nau  Orlssas  Mutnutl  Initmmee  Compauf, 

H.  Cabturkix,  Beeretaty  Citina*'  AfHtaaJ  JiuaraiMe  Compoaf . 

Gkoroe  a.  Frbmcr,  Catkiar: 

O.  Gallard,  PreMent  CiHtmuf  Mutual  Issaranoa  Cmipaiijr, 

Jmo.  G.  Gains,  FmiAent  CiOatn^  Bank. 

Edw.  J.  F0R8TAI.L. 

n.  S.  Marshal's  Office,  Eastxkh  Districtt  of  Locisiaiu, 

Naa  Orlaani,  Jult  38,  1865. 
At  the  request  of  Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  I  hereby  certify  that  all  the  peraoDS  who  have 
signed  the  wltbin  oertifloate  are  well  and  personaUy  known  to  me;  tbat  they  are  i«- 
spectable  citizens,  entitled  U  such  to  respect  and  oonfidenoe. 

CUTHBEET  BULLITT. 
Filed  September  18, 1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cbrk. 


and  dealing  with  them,  thcBe  two  EcutlemeD  b  g 
tegrit;,  and  uprlghtnetui  stood  hish  In  this  commi 
were  the  only  two  partieB  with  Mr.  E.  Qantheria, 
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Exhibit  Ab.  10,  reared  to  In  depMid'oii  ofJule*  Le  Jfera. 

8TATX  OF  LOVISIANA, 

Cittfo/Ifew  OImm: 

We,  the  uudereigiieil,  do  hereby  declare  aod  certify  that  we  know  bjn^ 

Heaan.  Alfred  and  Julea  Lb  Hoie,  French  anbjeota,  doing  bnBineBa  in  thii  ailif  n  u 
aboat  three  years  ago ;  that  from  what  we  have  heard  from  peiaona  knowing  wa 
and  dealing  with  them,  these  two  gcntlemen'a  general  repntation  aa  to  hiw^ 

,. 5 i_L ji!_t-!_.L! ^j(y,  that  both  of  thtaep 

Eompooing  tlie  commercial  hou 
E.  Qantherin'  &,  CoT,  a  honse  which,  for  reajfectability  and  Eoneaty,  alao  ranktd  hi(b 
tn  this  eommnnity. 

CONVERBB  A,  Kennet.        Ar.  Uiltbnberou. 

J.  H.  Kennedy  &.  Co.         M.  J.  Newman. 

C.  BosELiufl.  John  B.  Walus  A  Co. 

J.  M.  LAFEvaE.  B.  P.  Ethell, 

E.  S.  Keep.  Jno.  J.  Camfikn. 

U.  S.  Makbhal'b  Office,  Eastern  District  of  Lodibiaha. 

Neu  OrlMiu,  ^HlyW,  166L 
At  the  request  of  Mr.  Julea  Le  More,  1  hereby  certify  that  all  the  penooa  who  bMt 
signed  tl)e  within  certificate  are  welt  and  pereooally  Known  to  me;  that  tbey  anre- 
apectable  citizens,  entitled  as  snch  to  respect  and  conRdenoe. 

CUTHBEET  BULLTTT. 
Filed  September  16, 1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CI»1. 

Ezhibil  O,  rVinT«d  to  in  depositioH  of  Jnta  Lt  More. 
[Hi»dqnftrten  tram  UtiBlulppI  Department,  offl«  of  tha  CoMoa  Burttto.] 

Sbrevrport,  Dteai^tr  S9, 1S6<. 
I  herebT  certify  that  the  (J30  bales  of  cott«n  marked  "Simmons,"  or  "Tatsm  A 
Simmons, "said  to  Lave  been  seized  by  Lient.  CommauiIerJ.  P.  Foster,  no  theOoKhiU 
Biver,  from  the  Sipiinona  plautalinn,  on  the  ifth  of  April,  1^*64,  were,  at  Ibe  tinw  iX 
seiinre,  the  botia  fide  properly  of  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co..  of  Usvri),  France,  tk 
same,  1  am  credibly  informed,  Laviog  been  imrcbased  by  Jnles  Le  M<n«  fttu  I'M 
Qneyronse,  agent  of  P.  Garcia. 

w.  a;  broadwell,  £(.(w. 

Witness : 

A.  E.  Labbai.le. 

State  of  Louisiana, 

PeHfkofCaido! 
Before  me  caiue  W.  A.  Broadwell,  and  avknowledged  he  signed  the  within  ctttii- 
«ate  for  the  unrpose  therein  contained. 

In  faltb  whereof  I  grant  this  under  my  hand  and  seal  of  ofiBce,  at  Sbrereport,  1a, 
tiiia  fif  h  January,  11)65. 
[L.  «.]  J.  B.  PITTB, 

Eteordtr  and  sz-offloio  NoUuy  FMk. 
filed  September  18, 1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEH,  Cl(rt. 

1  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  befim  Vohr 

of  JngMirAr^."im " 

Int.  1.  Where  do  yon  raaldef — A.  I  reside  in  New  Orteans,  La. 

Int.  S.  Where  were  you  born  T — A.  I  was  bom  in  Switierland. 

Int.  i.  Whiit  position,  if  any,  do  yoa  bolil  iu  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  La.  >— A  I 
am  acting  oonsnl  for  SwilEerland.     1  am  a  merchant  by  occnpation, 

lnt.4.  Are  you  iicqualntod  with  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  T — A.  Yes,  I  am  acquainted  «ilk 
Hr.  Jules  Le  More;  I  have  known  him  intimately  for  more  than  a  year,  and  avnn- 
ber  of  yusrs  by  Teputation, 

Int.  6.  What  is  his  diimiclle  8inc«  yon  lave  known  him  r— A.  He  has  had  no  tvA 
domiolle  since  I  have  known  him  personally. 

Int.  e.  What  l«  the  character  which  Ur.  Jules  Le  More  has  borue  heretofore  f— A  I 
bave  known  Mr.  Jules  Le  More's  chaiscter  to  be  that  of  a  gentleman  of  nndoabttd 
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iotAgrity,  botii  in  MBprlTBteaadliDBlanscBpacIty.     I  have  aIwajs  beard  him  ipokeo 
•f  hv  tluiM  wbo  know  him,  to  ba  a  man  of  strict' integrity  aad  honor. 
Filed  Septembec  16,  U66. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CUrh, 


J.  T.  SiMHOKS  waa  aiaiii  called  by  Withenlinry  dc  Doyli 
Int.  1.  Whrn  wa*  tbe  mark  C.  S.  A.  nut  on  tbe  cottou  I 
agent  of  Iha  Confederate  Stal«8  f— A.  The  mark  C.  S.  A. 


I.  A,  for  auy  pnrpoBel — 
A.  Not  that  I         B«ar«  of. 

Int.  3.  D»  yon  know  from  ynor  con  vernation  with  Le  More,  or  any  other  peraon  vho 
proftrsNcd  to  know,  wbatwaalbe  ronniduration  L«  Mure  paid  lor  ihi'i  cottuut— A.  I 
'*    1  I  bad  with  L«  More,  nruny  oneelHe  who  profeMed 
>n  Le  More  paid  for  tfaiit  cotton. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 


Int.  1.  Are  yon  acqaaioted  with  Jnles  Ln  More  or  noti  How  long  bare  yon  known 
biniT— A.  Yvh;  I  mn  acqnaiuted  with  Jiilea  Le  More;  I  have  kuuwn  biiu  ijecnecn 
Gfrern  and  riijhlttHn  jreara. 

lot.  '2.  Did  you  ever  iwll  him  any  oottnu  I  If  ayi^.  how  mnny  bnlrn,  and  at  wbAt 
pii.'«r— A.  ¥<-»;  1  Kold  Mr.  Le  Mure  tUU  bales  of  colton;  I  sold  it  to  hitu  at  tbe  price 
or|160]Mrbali-. 

lilt.  3.  Wafi  heactinK  for  himself  in  the  purchase  of  tliis  cotton,  or  ns  the  ai;Hi]t  of 
anotbtrrT  If  bw  was  the  ngeutof  any  onr,  state  fi»r  whom  lie  was  aKPiit.— A.  lie  waa 
tfap  a^ent  of  oiber  parlies;  be  wa«  th*' uifi'iit  of  G.  A.  Lu  M«rt^&, Co., of  Havre, France. 

lilt.  4,  If  yon  nay  ynu  w>ld  Le  More  aiiy  irot'oo,  atale  wli.-rB  tbn  uotlun  was  wlieij 
you  Kold  it.  Did  yon,  or  did  yon  not,  deliver  the  oi>ttii»  lo  biniT  Hiiw  bmgdid  it 
Triiiain  iu  bis  Mcia-«Ksivii,  and  whftt  lieunme  of  the  cotton  t—A.  Tho  col  ton  koIiI  to  La 
Mure  was  on  iW  Simmons  ptaiitution,  in  tbe  parish  of  Caldwell,  Stale  of  Loiiixi^nn, 
when  1  M>ld  it  lo  biiii ;  I  ileliverrd  it  to  bitii.  He  hnd  p<.wi<-w>ioi>  of  tbe  uoltoii  nliont 
a  nionib  Hfier  I  sold  it  to  him,  when  it,  was  seiied  by  the  Uuiteil  Stutes  guubuuC  fleet, 
coininaude<l  by  Lienteoant  Cninmiiiiding  Posler. 

I'>t.  6.  Did  lie  pHy  Toil  fur  tliin  oiitiun,  and  in  what  currency  I— A.  Yei,  be  paid  me 
for  tbt"  eoitou ;  be  paid  uie  in  United  titatt-a  Treasury  nolex. 

IiU.fi.  Wbodrlivereil  tbe  cotton  to  .von.  and  where  wusit  doneT— A.  It  waaileliv- 
nol  to  me  by  Major  Bnuhuer,  about  2i  niilrs  below  Monnio,  in  various  purcela  and 
places,  on  the  8iinniouH  plantation — on  Ur.  Sirunions's  plantation. 

Int.  7.  Fmui  whom  did  yon  acquire  this  cotton,  and  how  did  you  acquire  itt — A. 
I  acqniri'd  this  cotltui  from  tlie  Confederate  States  aiithorilies;  it,  was  delivered  to 
Die,  and  sold  to  me  in  Iteil  uf  415  bales  of  cotton  tbac  tlif  anid  ConfcHleraie  State's  fiu- 
Ihuries  bad  taken  or  iinpreHsed  from  me  at  Brownsville,  Tex.  Tlie  siiid  anlhurilies 
Kive  uie  lwc>  Iwlea  for  one,  that  is,  they  deliver  tii  nie  two  bates  in  Louisiana  fur  one 
bale  at  Briiwuavillo ;  and  tbia  was  the  rule  upon  wbleb  tliey  ucieil  in  all. such  ua.ea. 

Int.  f.  Did,  or  did  not,  Mr.  J.  Le  More  know  fniui  yon  h:id  acquired  tbe  col  ton  T 
Blale  your  rewton  for  aiinweriuK  >i-<  you  do  this  question. — A.  No,  ho  did  not;  1  tidd 
him  J  bad  iiurchunrd  it  troin  planlers,  because,  fiiiin  IiIh  decbiratimi  to  me,  I  knew 
tliat  he  would  not  buy  my  cotton  if  be  bail  known  that  I  ocqniniit  it  from  tlix  Cou- 
falerate  Sluiea.  As  I  neeiled  money,  I  was  Hnxioiia  lo  sell,  and  as  1  Iwlievod  there 
wiiiild  '.e  no  difflcully  in  reL'ard  to  the  cotloo.  as  my  title  waa  eomidele. 

lilt-.  9.  Wbat  snliterfni^.  if  any,  did  yon  resort  to,  t<i  conceal  ibe  fjct  that  you  hod 
acqidreii  Ibe  cotton  yon  sutil  bim  from  the  Ho-cull'd  Confeilerate  Siaieaf  Viliv  did 
j'iiidoM>t— A  I  told  hlin  tbut  tl>«  cotton  belonged  to  one  P.  Uarcln,  »iiil  tliat  l  wua 
bin  intent.  Iliaveslaieil  iu  uiy  previons  oii^wer  the  rejison  I  rewirtod  tii  tbe  subter- 
fuge iif  raprewnting  luyself  nn  too  a;;oiiC  of  P.  Gurcia,  a  Meiiiouii— in  tbe  hope  of 
ibiire  ciHi  pleti-ly  aaiisfyiii);  Mr.  Le  More 

Int.  11.  Of  "imt  country  are  you  a  native  t.  Where  were  yon  residing  at  tbe  time 
jnu  sid'I  the  cotton  to  Le  More  t 

Ini.  II.  Have  yon  any  reoMMi  to  know  that  Le  More  believed  yon  wer-  neutral  in 
tleiTiMl  wnr  iben  Tn)[iiig  <n  lbeUuit«d  States! — A.  Yea.fToinuiydeularKtiouatobiin, 
Uid  from  tjie  fnct  of  uiy  being  a  Frenchman.  ■ 

H.  Ex..  235 2li  OO^IC 
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Int.  IS.  Wbh  or  was  rot  the  cotton  moved  after  yon  aold  to  Le  Mont  It  to,  bj 
whom,  DDiler  wbose  order,  and  for  what  pQrpoaeT  Who  ptkii  for  wd  butUnc^L 
Yes, it  was  moved  after  I  jiolit  to  Le  More.  It  was  moved  by  J.  Wintiel  and  J.  Par- 
Sond,who  aclod  ander  Ibe  orders  of  J.  Le  More.  It  was  moved  for  the  pnrpcae  af 
being  shipped  to  New  OrleanB.  It  waahaoled  from  the  back  part  of  tha  plantatisa 
to  the  river.     Ur.  J.  Le  More  paid  tor  the  hanling. 

Int.  in.  Did  or  did  not  Dr.  Himmoua  consent  to  Le  More  taking  ptNMMioD  and  eaa- 
trol  of  the  cotton  f — A.  He  did,  and  assisted  Hr.  Le  More  in  getting  the  couon  readj 
far  shipmenl. 

Int.  14.  Who  raised  said  cotton  1 — A.  I  understood  from  Dr.  Simmons  and  othon 
that  this  cotton  was  raised  on  the  SinimonH  plantation,  in  the  parish  af  Catdwell,  ia 
the  Blate  of  Luiiisiaua,  on  the  Onaohita  River.  The  cotton  was  stoT«d  in  diffewat 
places  on  this  plantation. 

Int.  15.  WhoisJohnA.BncknerT  Whatposition  did  heboid  inthetrana-Miwiaaipp 
department,  under  the  so  calird  Confederate  Slates  1 — A.  He  was  major  on  the  staff sf 
0«Deral  E.  Kirby  Smith,  and  bad  charge  of  the  cotton  claimed  by  the  Confedeials 
States  in  the  Ouachita  conutry.  He  was  acting  in  that  capacity  when  h«  delivanl 
tbe  cotton  to  me. 

Int.  16.  Whuis  Wni.  A.  BroadwellT  What  position  did  he  hold  in  tbe  tz«Ba-Hi» 
sisaippi  departiftent,  under  the  eocalled  Confederate  Stateaf — A.  Wm.  A.  BroadweU 
bad  the  title  of  lieutenant-colonel,  and  was  the  chief  of  the  cotton  bnrean  in  tbe  tnoa- 
HiviBsippi  department,  under  the  so-called  Confederate  States 

Int.  17.  Was  you  ncquaiul«-d  with  John  Fargoiid  or  notl  Is  he  living  or  deadi 
Of  wbat  country  was  he  a  native  F  Did  he,  or  did  he  not,  participate  in  th»  late  ia- 
sarrectjonT — A.  I  was  acqii»int«d  with  John  Pargoud  ;  he  is  dead;  he  waa  »  naiiTc 
of  France :  h»  did  not  participate  in  tbe  late  insurrection. 

Int.  IB.  Did  he,  or  diil  he  not,  sell  any  cotton  to  J.  Le  More,  agent  of  G.  A-  Le  Hen 
A  Co.  f  If  yea,  how  many  bales  were  sold  T  Wbat  was  the  price  paid  f  When  was 
tbe  cotton  t  Was  it  ever  delivered  to  J.  Le  More  or  not  1  What  became  oTiC  T  Wi* 
tbe  cotton  marked  or  not,  and  by  whom,  and  bow  t — A.  Yea,  John  Pargoud  aold  to  J. 
Le  Hare,  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.,  some  cotton.  He  sold  him  abont  two  faia- 
dred  anil  sixty  or  two  hundred  and  seventy  bales.     The  price  paid  by  J.  Le  Hart, 

XDt,  was  $\tX)  per  bate.  The  cotton  was  on  the  river  bank  in  front  of  Hr.  I>!sate'i 
ataliou.  It  was  delivenxl  by  J.  Pargond,  tbe  vendor,  t4>  J.  Le  Hore.  It  m 
seized  by  tbe  Hcet  uf  gunboats  that  aaoendcd  the  Onacbita  River,  under  command  al 
Lieutenant  Commander  Foster.  The  cotton  was  marked.  It  was  marked  hy  iit.  J. 
Le  More  bimsell';  it  was  marked  "L.  U.";  part  ol  it  was  marked  with  r«d  p*iiit. 

Int.  19.  Hnw  did  you  derive  your  information  in  regard  In  ibin  sale  t  In  wbtit  car- 
rency  waa  tbe  price  paid  f — A.  I  was  present  when  Mr.  John  Pargoud  auld  Xhti  oat- 
ton  to  Mr.  J.  Le  More,  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  Hore  &.  Co.  The  price  was  paid  id  United 
States  Treaaiiry  notes. 

Int.  20.  Are  you  acqnaiutiHl  with  A.Laxaret— A.  Yes,  I  am   acqaMt)t«d  with  1- 

lut.  -il.  Dii  yonknowan:rtbiugof  asale  made  by  him  of  cotton  toJ.  LeHor«,*g«at 
of  G.  A.  Lii  More  &.  Co.  t  State  what  you  know  In  regard  to  Ibis  sale.— Ym.  I  koor 
of  a  sale  of  cotton  by  Hr.  Lazare  to  J.  Le  More,  agent  of  G.  A.  L«  Hore  &  Co.  Hr. 
Lazaresold  to  him  firiy-nine  tialesof  cntlou,  at  flfiOper  bole,  nhicb  was  paid  by  J. 
Le  Hore,  agent  at  Q.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co,,  to  Mr.  A.  Luat«  in  United  States  Tibmoit 

Int.  22.  Was  or  was  nut  this  cotton  delivered  to  J.  Le  More,  agent  of  O.  A.  L» 
Hore  A.  Co.  T  What  bccaniu  of  it  f — A.  Yen,  the  cotton  was  delivered  by  A.  Lssart 
t4>  J.  Le  More,  agent  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  and  marked  by  J.  L«  More  "L.  H."  It 
waa  afterwards  seized  by  tbe  gnnboate  under  command  of  Lienteoaot  C^nnoMd** 
Foster,  in  tbe  Onac hits  River. 

CroBs-interrogatories  in  behairof  the  United  States  : 

Croas-int.  I.  What  isyoor  name,  your  age,  and  where  did  you  live  otthe  cxkbumwd- 
ment  of  the  rebellion  T — A.  My  dame  isLeon  Qneronze;  I  am  47  jeani  old ;  I  lived  in 
New  Orleans  when  tbe  reliellion  commenced. 

CroeH-int.  H.  How  loug  had  you  lived  in  New  Orleans  previous  to  tbe  rebellion,  amt 
had  yon  ever  been  naturalized  as  a  oitizen  of  the  United  States  T — A.  I  arrived  in  New 
Orleans  in  IKII;  I  left  New  Orleans  in  November,  liiS2.     I  have  been  naturalisad. 

Croas-tnt.  3.  Have  jou  ever  taken  the  amnesty  oath  of  29th  May,  1865,  or  ax.*  pr*- 
vious  amnesty  oath  T — A.  I  have  taken  tbe  anineaty  oath,  a  oopy  of  whiah  ia  hucatn 
annexed.  I  applied  to  the  provost  marshal  at  Brownsville,  Tex.,  and  he  atlaiilis- 
tered  tbe  oath,  of  which  the  annexed  ia  a  true  copy,  Exhibit  No.  12.  I  iMTeolas 
taken  the  oath  before  C.  Delery,  J.  P.  for  Ouachita  parish,  Louisiana,  a  copy  of  wUek 
is  also  annexed,  marked  Exhibit  No.  11. 

Croaa-int.  4.  Waa  the  export  duty  charged  by  the  so-called  Confederate  Slate*  cv« 
paid  bv  Le  More  or  not  t  If  yea,  by  whom  was  said  duty  paid,  and  to  wImb  f— A. 
Tea;  tne  export  duty  charged  by  the  so-called  Confederate  States  wm  paid  by  Mr. 
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Le  More  to  the  obief  of  Cbe  cotton  bureau  of  the  trMi»-HL«giMlppi  department,  Lieut. 
CoL  W.  A.  firDodwall. 

CroOT-int.  5,  Did  you  cuuie  here  at  tb«  nqneat  of  Mr.  Le  More  to  give  testimoaj  in 
thiscDBut  If  BO,  from  wbat  pointr—A.  A  fewdayii  after  m;  arrivnl  In  New  Orleans 
Hr.  Le  More  ruquevtod  me  to  come,  to  Mciorue  nnd  K'^eln;  tuetiinony  in  tliiitciuie.  He 
told  me  that  no  commiijsion  had  bwii  sent  to  New  Orleans  t«  take  my  teatiinon.T,  bnt 
that  one  had  liet'Q  Kent  to  Monroe,  and  reqoested  me  to  come  to  Monroe  and  have  my 
testimony  taken  under  ttie  commiaaion  that  hiMl  been  sent  to  Monrun.  There  had  alao 
been,  an  I  was  inroTiue*!  by  him,  a  comnjiiwiun  aeut  to  take  my  testimony  to  Mata- 
moToa,  Mexico,  which  I  did  not  hear  of  previous  to  my  leavinj;  Matamoros.  I  oame 
d i reel,  from  MHtamorog  to  New  Orleans,  and  arrived  in  New  Orleans  on  or  abont  ths 
8th  of  Auj(aBt,  inHt^nt. 

CroBB-int.  6.  Have  you  intero*t,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  kind,  in  any  of  the  cotton 
yon  Bolil  to  Le  More,  or  in  any  of  the  cntton  sold  to  Le  More  either  by  John  Pargond 
or  A.  Lazare — that  is,  tbe  cotton  about  which  yon  have  teHtiHed  in  yciurexaminationa 
in  chief;  or  are  yon  t<i  receive  any  compensation  of  any  kind  forfpving  testimony  in 
this  case T— A.  1  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  kind,  in  any  of  the  cotton 
■old  by  myself  to  Le  More,  uor  that  sold  him  by  John  Porgood  or  A.  Lazare.  I  am 
not  tioiecoive  an^  compensation  of  any  kind  forgiving  testlmouy  in  this  aa»e. 

Croas-iut.  7.  Did  Mr.  Le  More  examiite  the  cotton  in  the  cotton -hoiisea  before  or  at 
the  time  you  delivered  it  to  him — that  is,  the  cotton  nn  the  Sinintous  plantation f — A. 
Either  before  or  at  the  time  the  cottun  on  the  Simmons  plantation  was  delivered  to 
Mr.  Le  More  he  ioxpected  the  cotton.  He  did  not  usaniine  it  bale  by  bale,  but  looked 
at  it  aa  it  was  in  ihe  honsea. 

Croes-int.  8.  When  and  whfre  did  T<e  More  pay  tbe  export  duty  on  the  cotton  t — A. 
Tbe  export  duty  was  paid  by  Le  More  at  Shrevepdrl,  some  time  In  March,  1864, 
Interrogatories  in  chief  by  the  counsel  of  O.  A.  l<e  More  &.  Co.: 

Int.  1.  Do  yon  know  whether  Le  More  sent  to  New  Orleans  to  get  a  permit  from 
tbe  Federal  aulhoriiies  toshi^t  the  cotton T — A.  Yes;  I  know  that  he  sent  to  New  Or- 
leans to  gel  a  permit  to  ship  tbe  cotUm. 

Int.  3.  Did  he  get  the  permit T—A.  No;  he  did  not  get  the  permit.  He  eent  two 
messengers  to  New  Orleans  to  get  the  permit.  The  cotton  waa  seized  by  tbegnuboata 
before  either  of  the  measenguni  returned. 

Int.  3.  Was  thi:re  a  permit  procured  for  Le  More  from  the  so-called  Confederate 
States  to  ship  the  cotton  f  If  su,  by  whom  was  it  procured,  and  why  was  the  permit 
granted  t — A.  There  was  a  nenuit  procured  from  the  so-called  Confederate  States  to 
ship  the  cotton.  The  pennit  was  pmoure<l  by  me,  as  I  had  Blrea<ly  a  permit  to  ship 
415  bales  that  had  been  inipreesed  from  me  at  Brownsville.  Tex.  A  permit  was,  as  a 
matter  of  rij^ht,  jjjanted  to  ship  the  8:10  hales  sohl  by  me  to  Le  More.  I  had  stated 
to  Le  More  that  if  be  puruhaHed  my  cotton,  I  had  it  in  my  pnwiT  to  procure  a  permit 
from  the  antlioritiek  of  the  no-called  Coiifederato  States  to  ship  the  cotton  out  of  their 

Int.  4.  Had  yon  any  knowledge,  at  the  time  you  acquired  the  cotton  frnni  the  so- 
called  Confederate  Static  or  at  the  time  you  sold  to  Le  More,  or  at  any  time  prior  to 
the  surrender  of  1  he  so-called  Confi'ilerato  Stat«H  Hriiiies,  of  the  act  of  thu  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  approved  July  17,  IStM,  entitled  "An  act  to  snppresit  inHurruction, 
to  punish  treason  and  rebellion,  to  seize  and  contiscate  the  property  of  rebels,  and  for 
other  purpoBt'H  T'—A.  No ;  I  had  no  knowledge  of  any  such  act  at  tbe  time  1  acquired 
tbe  cotton,  nor  when  I  sold  it  to  Le  More,  nor  at  any  time  prior  to  tbe  surrender  of 
the  so-called  Coufederato  8tati:s,  nor  until  now. 

Filed  September  1»,  18»5. 

GRO.  P,  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Erhibil  iVo.  11,  re/artd  U>  in  depotiiion  of  Lron  (JueroHM. 
No.  4.— Amnest.y  oath. 
I  do  solemnly  ewear  or  afflrm,  in  the  preseuoe  of  Almighty  Qod,  that  I  will  hence- 
forth faithfully  defend  tbe  Constitution  of  the  United  Stales  and  the  Union  of  State* 
tberennder,  and  that  f  will,  in  like  manner,  abide  by  and  faithfully  support  all  lawa 
and  proclamatiouB  wbicb  have  been  made  during  the  existing  rebellion  with  refer- 
ence to  the  emancipation  of  itlavcs.     So  help  me  God. 

LEON  QUEBOUZE. 
Sworn  to  and  aubscribeil  before  me  this  !fi!d  day  of  August,  A.  D.  1805. 

CHAS.  DELERY, 
Jutliee  of  ike  Peaet  in  and  for  the  Pariih  of  OvaehiUt,  La. 


Filed  Septemlier  IS,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cf^j[^^. 
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^ehibit  JVa.  12,  rrfemd  to  in  depeiitim  of  Lton  Qaanuit. 

Office  Provost  Uarbbal,  DEPARTMitNT  of  thk  OnLr, 

BrominlUf,  Trx.,  Jul)  14, 1665. 
I,  Leon  QoeyrotiM,  aoHlzeD  of  tlie  State  nf  LoniBiann,  C.  S.,  do  Bolen<Dl7*ire»r,iB 
tbe  )>reiiftiuf  of  Almiglit.v  Gixl,  thai.  I  will  hencerorrh  faiibfiillf  Hnpfwrr,  pnitrei,  and 
dorolii)  thM  Ci'OHtitiltKiii  nf  tbe  [lulted  StaUv,  aiiil  tha  iiiiiou  of  ttiu  Stales  Ibrtvnn- 
drr;  and  tliet  1  will,  in  like  Tiianiier,  aliiile  l>y  and  raillifully  Riipport  all  aeu  ofCon- 
gntis  )>aM«'l  iliiniii;  tlie  itxi stint;  rel>elliiin  witb  rcn-i-i^uca  lo  slaveH,  twi  Ioi>k  anil  ai<rir 
■a  ii'il.  re|wnl>-(l,  iiinilifleil  or  faciei  vi>id  hy  Cnngri'sa  or  li,v  deciaion  of  the  Snpttu 
Cunrt;  and  that  I  will,  in  like  nitinnnr,  at>ide  liy  anil  raillifnlly  Hii|iport  uU  proclana- 
tiiniBnf  IhePreHidi^ul,  niat<e  diirjiig  fb<-  liXiHi.hig  rnliellioQ,  buviiifcrerercace  totJkic*, 
•o  hmg  and  to  tiu  aa  nut  uudiQed  or  declared  void  by  deciaiun  of  Supreme  Cuort.  Ee 
help  me  Gud. 

LEON  QUETBOUSE. 

Swom  to  and  snbscribr^d  before  me  thia  14tb  day  of  Jnty,  18K5. 
Tbe  abiivu-nanird  liua  dark  caiuplnxiuu,  brown  hair,  gmy  eyee,  aged  47  yean,  and 
la  !>  fuct  5  iaubea  hiich. 

W.  T.  DICKER, 
Lieutenanl  NineleailkA.  D.  C.  and  AtHitaiU  PrvrMt  JfanM. 
Piled  September  16,  1863. 

GEO.  F.  BOWEN,  CUA 

IVpoMtion  of  Ainxander  Lnenrre,  in  behalf  of  Q.  A.  Le  Mnre  &  Co.,  tnkea  befon 

wphIi'V  J.  Q.  Bnkpi',  H|iec:iul  coiuuiissiuuer,  at  bia  offlco  iu  H6roe,  Loatitiiuia,  on  lb» 
2^i\  day  of  Augiutt.  A.  D.  lnl>5. 

Int.  1.  Am  yuu  acqnaiuted  nith  Jiilea  Le  Moref— A.  Yea,  I  am  acqnaioted  sitb 
Jnlra  Le  More. 

Int.  i.  Did  ho  or  dill  he  not,  an  aprnt  of  G.  A.  Le  MoreA  Co..  liny  any  cottnn  fioM 
yon  1  -If  Qj'o,  how  many  l<a1eH  T  Wliat  price  did  lie  \my  fur  it,  >nd  in  nbat  lEr- 
T<-ncy  T— A.  Ypb;  be  bnil);hl.  coiron  from  ineforG.  A.  Le  Mum  &  Co..  as  tbrir  ni!--m. 
He  lum^tht  5U  biilea  from  me.  He  paid  me  |t6U  pur  bule.  lie  pikiil  lue  in  Lulled 
8tutf«  ciirrenoy. 

Int.:).  Wan  the  cotton  delivemd  to  biinT  W hire  was  it  delivered  toliimt  «"* 
was  It  niHi'kfd  lirfoTuit  ivaa  dflivered  to  him  T  Hon  waa  it  marked  afier  it  watdr- 
livired  to  Le  Uoret  Wlio  received  SHid  eoiton  t— A.  Tb«  cotlon  whs  delivrrvd  l<i  L* 
More.  It.  wan  ili-livemd  to  biin  at  lun'erniite  of  my  planlal.ioD,  on  th»  Oiiachila  Kivrr, 
III  the  pari-li  ot  Oiiaehita.  LoniHiann.  Tb«  coltoii  was  marked  A.  LaEiim,  wilfa  thrcl- 
erplion  of  fonroT  Hve  halfo,  whidi  vna  not  marked  at  all  l<efora  it  wns  delivered  l» 
bini.  Aller  it  wax  d  tivenut  to  Le  Mom  it  wim  marked  "  L.  M." ;  it  was  maifced  ia 
red  "L.M."    Tlie  cotton  waa  received  l<y  Hr.  JuW  I^  More  in  [leraoti. 

Int. 4.  HownaH  it  marked afh  r  the FrdeniN took  Ihecol.loDt  What  Iwraniennlt* 
coiton  t— A.  While  the  Knnboala  lakiiiK  the  cotton  on  the  beats,  I  irnlktslil-<irii 

tolbecoTton;  I  iraa  lotd  Uy  one  of  tbe  oRicerB  that  they  had  foond  Mimeol  ihr  coma 
niarked  "  C.  S.  A."  I  told  iheni  Ihiit  nmld  not  he,  sa  I  bad  hanlrd  tbe  C'>(toD  ilfn 
only  a  day  or  two  befori-,  and  none  of  it  \\b»  bo  markeil  when  I  hauled  it.  I  li>J 
niuikrd  nesi'ty  all  the  uoiton  in  mv  own  name,  A.Laxare;  that  Le  Mom  had  mart'd 
it  •'L.tS."  In  looking  over  IhecotKin,  I  Haw  one  bale  mark  <-<l  "C.^A."  Krem  itt< 
«p]>earniiceot  the  inkaiidmaik  I  tbink  Thiit  mark  hiid  jiXKt  l-eenpnton  I  be  bale.  Tlir 
KcderalBwem  markiUKihecoItonB  "U.  S.  N."  The  ootton  ivaa  taken  by  lbeguD)>uU 
nuder  cOMtinand  of  LirnteniMiI-Coniniunder  Fn>ti-r. 

Inr..'>.  WerayoninfiivorofBL'ei'HKionr  Did  you  pnrtlcipalein  therebelltonT  Hm 
ynn  taken  tbe  anineaiy  oalbf  What  am  yon  by  profetiaion  or  occnpationT  Anyua 
of  French  diacriit  «rnoi  t~A.  I  wan  nut  in  favor  of  wceBslon.  I  did  not  partit'i[Ni'* 
tn  ilie  i-ebeiiion.  I  have  taken  the  oath  of  Biunrsty,anpivtirribnliniheproelani>iK>B 
of  P  eHi'lrnl  Jolinaon  of  the  iJ7th  of  Muy,  ItAiJ.  I  am  of  French  ileaeeul.  lamaplM- 
ter  liy  ocenpalion. 

Ini,6.   Hi>w  old  am  yon,  nnd  where  do  yon  ri-Ridet— A.  According  lo  the  recwA"! 
have,  I  am  in  ui;  itiMieth  year.     1  ri'Hide  on  tbe  oeHt  bank  ortheOnaebiiaBivFr.up- 
puBite  the  town  of  Uouroe,  iti  lbs  parish  of  Ouutbitn,  iu  the  Stale  of  Luuisiaaa. 
Cl'OHS  intcrrogatortea  propnnnilerl  by  the  connBel  of  the  United  8'Htt«: 

CroBH^int.  1.  Did  .von  ever  wll  any  cotton  to  the  ao-culbd  Conftdcrnte  Siat««.ortbe 
BInte  of  Lnnial'-naT  And  did  tha  xo-ciilled  ConfedeniI«  SiaWs,  or  ihe  Slate  (foveni- 
ment,  have  any  claim  ^l  any  of  Tlin  cotton  yoo  aidd  to  L«  Mnri-f— A,  Tbfrr  ■»•» 

Sioposition  iiiailo  liy  the  aueiit  of  the  ho  C]illed  Coiifede'ato  8lai*H  to  pnivbaM  mlino 
1IIM  ine,  whitli  propoHition  was  uctepii.d  by  nie,  on  crrlain  ronditioim,  whirh  tim'if- 
tiuua  wum  never  complied  with.     Tbe  aale  woa  never  completed,  and  no  ovtlso  *■• 


F^KCH  AND   AUEBICAN  CLAIMS   COMHISSION.  '   405 

cFcr  ilelivrrcd.  Nt^itheT  the  sn-cBll^d  ConfeilerAte  State*,  nnr  the  tbe  Stnte  t^veni- 
mcnt  lioil  nr  hnve  auy  i-laimorrij-htto  tlie  cortiin  1  euld  to  J.  L«  More,  us  th«  agent  of 
G.  A.  Le  Moth  &.  Co.  I  coueeiitfil  tii  a  xule  of  Huiiie  of  iii;  cotton  to  the  ao-CHlleit  U<>n- 
frdeniir  Stiiieii,  lircanse  of  ilie  ttireats  iiioile  \ty  Ibe  Cniifederute  States  aiitboritiMi  to 
burn  Ihe  mil  ton  if  it  wiis  iint  nold  Ui  tlie  Coofodeiate  States,  aud  1  hoped  to  saveiuj 
cotton  thereby,  and  did  save  it. 

Interrogatories  ia  cliief  proponuded  by  the  coudmI  of  0.  A.LeHore  Sc  Co.; 

Int.  1.  Had  yon  nny  know  led  ks.  at  tho  time  yan  hoM  to  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  of  (h* 
set  of  CoiigresHof  the  Unitt^  Stuh«,  approved  Jnly  17,_MBi,  entitled  "  Au  aet  tosiip- 
pn>8  insnrruvnon,  tu  pnniuh  Ireiwon  uiid  relMillion,  to  aeiEe  and  confiaCHto  the  prop- 
erly of  reWiN,  aiiilfiirotber  pnrpow8"t— A.  No;  I  ba<l  no  knowledge  or  biioIi  an  aotat 
the  time  1  sold  tu  G.  A.  Le  M<ire*&:  Co.  I  duu'C  think  it  was  publubed  in  this  oodd- 
trv.    1  iievi-r  bhw  it  publiKhed. 

Rrcallrd  by  Ihi-  eoiinwl  for  Ihe  Unilcd  StatSBT 

liil.  I.  Have  .ion  any  iniei«ar.  in  the  col  ton  almnt  nliich  ynn  have  testified,  otmaj 
Inlerrnt  in  the  event i.f  lhi»anit!— A.  I  hBve  no  intereiit,  either  director  indirect,  in 
the  cortoD  about  which  [  liave  testified.     I  have  no  interest  iu  tbe  event  of  thin  auit. 

Filed  St'ptember  lH,  Ibbit. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cler*. 

Depnsil.ion  of  Joseph  Pargond,  in  bebalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before  Weslej 
J.  Q.  Baker,  8]iei'ial  cuuiitiissiouer,  at  bis  office  in  Monrue,  La.,  on  tbe  23d  dajr  of 
Aagnbt,  A.  D.  1863. 

Intl.  Are  jna  acqnainted  witb  Jnlea  Le  Moref^L.  Yes,  I  am  aoquainted  with 
JnWLeMore. 

lui.2.  Wire  you  BCc]niiiTit«d  with  John  Part^iidf  U  he  dead  orlivinsT  Wbatm- 
iatiou  was  h«  to  yon  I — A.  1  wan  acquainled  with  John  Purgond;  bo  is  now  dead; 
he  i^SH  niv  bmilicr. 

Iut.3.  bid  John  Pnrcond  evereell  any  cotton  to  Jnlea  Le  Horn  aneat  toG.  A.Ld 
More  &.  Co.  ]f  nye.  bi-w  nmny  balcBf  At  wliat  price,  and  in  what  currency  waa 
tbe  I'Ticft  (iiiid  t— A.  Yen.  Jolin  Parirond  sold  cotron  to  .lules  Le  More,  an  the  a^fnt  of 
G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  He  wild  to  liim  between  •2m  and  3W  bales ;  iOH.  1  think.  I  dou'l 
DOW  reci'lkct  tbe  exaet  priee ;  I  Ihink,  as  well  as  1  can  remember,  it  was  (1611  per 
bale      Tbe  price  was  paid  in  Rrediiliaeks. 

lilt  4.  WiiB  the  extlon  delivelvd  to  Le  More  or  not  T  Whoa  was  the  cotton  del IT- 
cred  to  Le  More  f  What  becniiiu  ofthe  rotlonT— A.  Yps;  the  colton  wasdulivered  to 
Le  Mire.  Tbe  cotton  was  delivered  to  Le  More  on  the  went  bank  of  Ihe  Ouachita 
Uivrr.on  tbe  land  oFA.  Laznr^.  The  cor  ton  was  taken  by  the  deet  of  United  States 
giiiihualB,  niidercimiiiand  of  Lic-nti^nant  Conminnder  FoMer. 

Int.  5.  .Was  John  PurK<iiid  n  citimii  of  Ihe  Cniie^il  Slater  or  not  T  Did  be  ever  par- 
ticipate in  Ihe  lute  relM-Mlonl  Wne  he,  or  not,  natnralizedf  Of  what  coiiiilry  wm 
hu  »  citizen  ' — A.  John  Par^ond  waH  not  a  citlM-u  of  tbe  United  Slates.  He  did  not 
fartieipiite  in  tbe  laie  rebellion.  He  was  not  a  naturalized  citizen  of  tbe  United 
SlaiFf.     Hh  whs  a  native  of  Savoy,  and  citizen  of  France. 

]iit.  6.  Wl>n  banlt'd  ibocotti>n  which  Ia^  Mom  bonttbt  from  Qiieymuze,  nn  thefflm- 
moiiR  phiiiiation  T  Who  paid  f  r  Koid  hanlioKl— A.  Tbe  cotton  l>ou|<ht  by  Le  More 
fruni  Qiicyronzc,  sitnaled  on  the  Sininions  pluiilation,  was  hauled  from  tbe  pluntiitioil 
(«  lite  rIviT  bank  by  my  brolber,  John  Piirgoud,  and  John  Weutzell.  The  baiiliug 
waa  jiuid  for  by  Julee  Im  More  iu  Kreuubacks. 

CrOM-intcrrogatories  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  : 

CroHs-int.  1.  Hnve  yon  ber-n  natnraiizcil  a  citizen  of  tbe  United  States T— A.  I  bar* 
been  nalnratized  a  cilizen  of  the  United  Slates. 

CrnsH-int.  i.  Have  vim  liiken  the  amnesty  ontb  as  prescribed  by  the  President  of 
the  United  StiileB.of  the*J9tb  Miiy,li'i(uT— A.  ]  have  taken  ihu  nnth  of  amiie-ty  pre- 
«cnbi-dbytliePreHidenToftlieUnii(-dStiiles,inblsproclHitialionoftheiiUlhMay,  1U65. 

CroKs-iui.  :t.  Have  yon  any  inlerfBt,di]'eet  or  iuilitect,  iu  tbaeveut  of  this  suiif^L 
I  hll^e  no  inteicHt  in  the  event  of  this  suit- 
Filed  September  18,  1H65. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  C/wi. 

Depnitition  of  John  Wentzell,  i 
J.  V-  Baker.  Bjiccial  rommiss 
days  of  Anguet,  A.  D.  ISliTi. 


State  of  Louisiana. 


oogle 
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Int.  3.  Who  hauled  the  cotton  boaf[bt  b;  L«  More  from  Qneyranxe,  titiuted  od  tha 
Simmona  plantation  T  Who  omployed  y oa  to  haiil  said  cotton  T  Who  paid  for  uid 
haDling ;  and  what  price,  and  in  what  currency  was  it  paid  f — A.  The  ootton  that  La 
More  l]oii)(bt  f^um  Quxyroaze  on  the  SimmonH  plantation  was  hanled  ftom  tbe  difo- 
ent  hongi^it  on  ths  plantation  to  the  river  bank  by  the  teami  that  belonj^  to  John 
Pargond  and  myeelf.  I  superiutendod  the  hauling  in  penton.  JiiIm  I^  Hon  em- 
ploved  John  Par){oud  am:  my seir,  jointly,  to  haul  theaaid  cotton.  Juice  he  More  paid 
as  for  the  hauling.     He  paid  ustl  per  tiale  iu  greenbacks. 

Int.  'i.  Woe  au;  one  employed  by  lie  More  to  mark  the  cotton  for  L.eMoTef  Uayr. 
who  WHS  BO  employed  f  and  had  any  of  tbe  cotton  been  marked  fori.e  More,  and  ahit 
was  the  markl^A.  Yes,  J.  T.  Simmons  waa  employed  by  Jules  Lie  More  to  mirb  11k 
cotton  for  him.  Some  iif  the  cotton,  I  think,  hod  been  markod  by  Simmnns.  RrfoK 
I  left,  BimmoimnasraiikiiiK  of  therotton,  and  marking  it  forLe  Mora.  Themaikpnl 
«D  the  cotton  hv  Simroons  for  Le  More  waa  "L.  M." 

Int.  4.  Wbh  Le  Mori!  on  the  place,  at  any  time,  during  tbe  time  yoa  men  hanlinr 
tbe  cotton  to  the  river  bank  t— A.  Yea.  Ke  went  there  irltb  me  before  I  commcoced 
hanling,  and  bo  came  tliere  daring  tbe  time  I  waa  hauliofc  the  cotton  ;  he  vaa  then 
looking  after  tbe  cotton. 

lot.  5.  Did  J.  Lp More  ever  reeidein  tbia  neigbborbood  T  Was  be  aatrangeriDthii 
ueichborhood  iu  March,  iati4  T  When  did  he  come  to  this  niUKbhorhood  f— A.  JdIm 
Le  Mure  never  resided  in  this  tioifi;hborhood,  to  my  knowledge.  He  waa  a  stranfrr 
in  this  neighborhocHl  in  Marufa,  imi.  He  oame  in  this  nt^ighborhood  in  Marefa,  lldi, 
and  remained  in  thin  neighlioriioiid  at  tbat  time  abont  two  months. 

Int.  6.  Did  J.  Le  More  speak  EnjtUsh  well  or  imperfectly  I— A.  Jalea  Le  Mora  did 
not  speak  English  well;  he  apoke  Englinh  imperfectly. 

Croaa-iuterrogabiries  h;  the  couDeel  of  the  United  Statea : 

CroBs-int.  1.  Have  yon  an;  interest,  directly  or  iodlreotlf.  Id  the  event  of  thii 
saltf— A.  I  have  none. 

CroMs-int.  'i.  Have  you  taken  the  oath  presoribedby  the  President  In  bis  proclami- 
tlon  nf  tbe  iJ9th  May,  IStiTi  f— A.  I  have  taken  the  amnesty  oath  prescribed  bj  Proa- 
dent  Johnson,  of  the  SitthMay,  1HG5. 

Recalled  Ijy  counsel  for  0.  A-  La  More  &  Co.: 

Int.  1.  Dill  ytin,  or  did  ynn  nut,  sell  any  cotton  to  John  Pargond  t  If  are,  bn> 
many  balcaT  Who  rained  the  cotton  which  said  John  Pargoud  sold  to  0.  A.  uUnra 
ACo.T  What  mark,  if  any,  did  tbe  ootton  Lave  T— A.  Yea,  I  raid  cotton  to  JobaPu- 
goud.  I  anid  him  three  hundrcil  bales.  I  raised  the  cotton  which  John  Paricood  «>ld 
to  G.  A,  Le  More  A  Co.  The  cotton  that  was  marked  was  marked  "  S.  W.  Oowiu," 
which  is  tbe  plantation  mark  of  in;  plantalinn. 

Int.  2.  What  became  of  the  notion  t — A.  Part  of  the  cotton  which  I  told  bim  wu 
taken  by  the  gnnboatH  under  command  of  Lt.  Commander  t'ost«r. 

Filed  September  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CUrt. 


24th  day  of  August,  A.  O.  lt«66. 

r  between  Captain  FiHiter,  of  the  I'Diled 

e,  in  reganl  to  cotton  then  beioj;  put  od 

.  [  was  preseut  at  an  interview  betirem 

9,  aud  J  ules  Le  More,  in  regard 

it  that  he  had  paid  for  the  cottoa  in  gold T— A. 
Re  said  he  hail  paid  tbe  export  dutit^s  in  gold. 

Int.  3.  Did  he  say  be  hod  paid  for  the  notion  with  gray  clothT — A.  No;  henid 
lie  had  not  given  gtay  cloth  for  this  cotton. 

Crosa-interrogatorie*  by  the  connsel  for  the  United  States : 

Croas-int.  1.  Stale  particularly  when  the  interview  between  Captain  FostfrsaJ 
Jnles  Le  More,  of  which  you  bave  spoken,  took  place. — A.  The  interview  botwrta 
Captain  yoslcr  and  Jules  Le  More  took  place  while  the  United  Stall's  Beet  of  pm- 
boala  was  lying  at  Monroe,  in  April,  I'i&l.  Jules  Le  More,  Lorenzo  Hawkini,  and  I 
got  in  a  aki'ffat  the  landintc  at  Mooroe,  and  went  to  the  gnnlioat  Lafitjeite,  and  U 
More  inquired  for  Captain  Foster.  He  was  iufomieil  by  thenffleerjt  that  Captain  Cut- 
ter wasdowu  on  the  gunboat  Choctaw.  W»  then  wcut  down  to  the  Choctaw  in  tb« 
akiff.  When  we  arrive<l  at  the  Cbuctaw,  Mr.  Le  Mure  inquired  for  Captain  F<alrr. 
Captain  Foster  came  forward,  and  tbe  interview  detailed  by  me  In  my  examlDatioo 
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ID  chief  took  pIath.     CBptain  Foster  Bijiod  on  the  deck  of  Uie  gunboat  Choctaw,  and 
Le  Hon  remained  in  the  ikiff  during  tlie  int-erviefr. 

Craea-int.  it.  Have  you  taken  the  aninesiy  oath  !  How  old  are  you  I  Where  do 
TOQ  midel — A.  I  have  taken  the  amnesty  oath  prescribed  b;  the  Preeident  of  the 
United  Statea  in  his  proclamation  of  the  ii9th  Hay.  1465.  I  am  18  years  of  age.  I 
a  miles  beluw  Monroe,  on  the  Ooaohita  Kiver,  in  the  pBrlsb  of  Ouaofaita, 


Filed  September  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWGN,  CItrfe. 

Deposition  of  Jotin  Ray,  in  bebslfof  O.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  taken  before  Wesley  J.  Q- 
Baker,  special  conioiissioner,  at  his  office  lu  Monroe,  La.,  on  the24th  day  of  August- 

A.  D.  iasr>. 

iDt.  1.  What  is  your  profession  1  Are  j«n  practicing  your  profession  or  not  1 — A. 
!  am  ■  lawyer  by  professioD.  1  have  been  praoticing  my  profession  in  this  place  the 
iMt  twenty-six  years. 

Int.  S.  Is  a  verba' 
Loninsna  or  noti — 
the  laws  of  Loiiixiana,  valid  wheo  accompaaied  by  delivery. 

Int.  :l.  Are  yon  ac()nainted  with  A.  Lazare,  Joint  PurKoud,  Dr.  John  T.  Simmons, 
L.  QneymnEe,  John  Wcnizell,  S.  W.  Downs,  anil  Joe  PargoiidT  Are  they  men  of 
probity  and  ititegrity,  nr  notT  State  what  their  standing  is,  renpectivel.v,  in  the 
comniiinity  where  they  live.— A.  I  urn  well  acqnninted  wiih  al!  the  iDilividHulsiiamed 
in  the  interroKaiory  eiofpt  L.  QueyrouEa.  I  have  been  acquainted  wiib  them  for 
many  yeara.  Tbey  are  all  men  of  (;'>*>'l  property  in  this  country,  and  meu  of  high 
■tandinc,  and  their  character  for  imChanil  veracity  haanaver  been  questioned.  Jonn 
Pargond  bu  Iteen  dead  about  a  year.  I  kuew  L.  Quuyronze  na  a  mercbaat  in  the 
dty  of  Ifew  Orleans  several  yeara  ago,  and  from  whom  I  occasionally  purcbased  mer- 
ebaudise ;  lieside  that,  I  saw  him  here  in  ldli4,  and  avain  here  within  the  lost  week. 
Hnnever  lived  in  the  community  in  wbiob  I  live.  I  bave  no  means  of  knowinf;  his 
character  for  truth  and  veracity  in  the  commnnity  where  he  lived.  I  never  heard 
anything  derogatory  to  his  Htanding  and  character. 

Inl.  4.  Did  yau  see  Jules  Le  Moreatlbe  Simmons  plantation  T  What  was  be  doing 
there  when  you  miw  him  T  Whnt  was  his  biiHinesa  there  T— A.  I  saw  Jules  Le  More  at 
the  Sirnmnns  plantation  a  few  days  before  the  gunboats  came  up  the  Oaochila  and 
took  tbn  cotton.  He  wue  engsgi-d  about  the  cotton  pile,  looking  Brt«r  it.  His  bust- 
Msa  seemed  to  be  to  look  after  the  cotton.     I  thought  h«  was  engaged  in  markiugtbe 

Int.  5.  Was  or  was  not  Jutes  L?  More  a  stranger  in  the  neighborhood  of  Monroe  iu 
the  ipring  of  lHb4  T—A.  The  firxt  time  I  ever  saw  Jules  Le  More  wae  in  the  Spring  of 
1H64.     I  thiuk  be  was  a  stianger  iu  this  neighborhood  in  the  spring  of  1664. 

Int.  6.  Is  a  verlial  sale  of  cotton  or  utlicr  personal  property,  unaccompanied  by  de- 
livery, valid  or  not  by  the  laws  of  Louisiana  t — A.  A  verbal  sale  of  cotton  or  other 
peisoDul  property,  without  delivery,  is  not  valid  as  to  third  persons,  without  uutise, 
aeonrding  to  tbe  laws  of  Louisi 


lo-called  Co<  federate  S 
leDnnl-eolouel  and  chief  of  the  cotton  bureau  eRtnblished  in  the  trans  Mississippi  de- 
partment. I  kuowsofhim  seeing  the  order  creating  (he  bureau,  niiii  his  appointment 
■scbiefoflhe  bureau,  OS  published  in  the  nopers;  and  I  a1i>o  know  that  he  was  rec- 
ogniiedinthatcnpHcilybythemllitHiy  aiittiuritieaof  thenri-cBlledConfederateStatee. 

Int.  B.  What  position  dirt  John  A.  Biickrer  hold  in  the  trans-Mississippi  depart- 
ment, under  the  so-railed  Confederate  Stalest— A.  John  A.  Bncbner  was  m^or  on  the 
•toif  of  General  £.  Kirby  Smilhaml  agent  of  the  cotton  bnreaa,  aod  bad  charge  of  all 
the  eotloos  claimed  by  tbe  so-caikd  Confederate  States  in  the  Ouachita  Valley,  in 
the  Slate  of  Louisiana. 

Filed  September  IS,  lHb5. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

I>"po8itioo  of  John  A,  Bncknor,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  L©  More  <t  Co.,  taken  before  Hngh 
Unddcn,  notary  public,  at  his  oDicc,  in  the  city  of  New  Orleaus,  La.,  on  the  19tb 
day  of  August,  A.  D.  la*X>. 

Qnention  1.  What  is  your  name,  age,  and  professionT — Answer.  John  A.  Buckner; 
agfd  thirty -three  years;  profession,  planter. 

Q.S.  Did  yon,  or  did  you  not,  hold  any  office  under  the  Confederate  States  Govem- 
n«nl,  in  the  Washita  Valley,  dnriiig  the  years  1663  or  1864,  or  any  iiortioii  of  tbeniT— 

>oglc 


408  FBENCH   AND   AUEBICAN  CLAIHS   C0HHIS8I0N. 

A.  I  did.  I  WBK  uniBtant  inspectaT-gflDeral  on  the  staff  of  OcDcnil  E.'  Kirbf  Snrid^ 
nndpr  OTders  to  deliver  cotUin  sold  by  the  cotton  bnnimn,  from  UecembcT,  ISKt,  t* 
April,  lr4>f>. 

Q.  3.  Did  jon,  or  did  yon  not,  in  your  official  capacity,  drlivrr  any  qaanlitynf  cot- 
ton to  Mr.  L^on  Qiieniuze.  oranyotbcrnomon.  In  tlicfurepart  of  10641  And  if  w 
from  IV  bat  plantalion  or  p1aci>  was  said  cotton  lahrn  frouif — A.  Under  onirn  Inm 
the  cotton  bllivan,  I  (IcIIvitih)  Mr.  L^n  Qnerniize  K)0  bulea  of  cotrun  in  the  Ullw 
part  of  Frbrnary,  IVtH.  from  the  Simmons  planlaticin,  and  took  his  receipt  ibr  Ite 
tanie.    I  do  not  know  what  bus  liecnnie  of  tbe  receipt. 

Q.  4.  Have  yon.  or  not.  any  kiio*  li'dg'-  of  trannfer  of  cotton  belODKing  lo  Ibn  Loab' 
iaiia  State  Bank  from  Red  River  for  currfspondioft  amount  of  cotton  on  tbe  WaiJlita 
Blvrrf  And  if  yea,  state  to  >our  knowledge  wbat  baa  liecume  «f  said  tranrfrr;  anl 
if  annnlled  or  olbt-rwiite,  slate  tbe  tvaiion  vby.— A.  Tbere  was  a  transfer  of  tk* 
Lonliiialia  State  Bank  fK>tlon  on  Red  River  made  by  Ibe  cottnn  bnrean  f[>r  a  can*- 
apondiiiK amonnt  of  Contederate  Slatem  eotlon  in  the  WaHbita  ValW.  To  tin  bnt aT 
tiiy  n-collectiou  tlie  nnniber  of  Buch  bales  i>f  cotton  was  I»,OOU,  more  or  Iras.  Oniof 
to  (be  burning  of  the  cotton  in  tbe  Wasbita  Valley  by  military  order,  tiM  ttkosbt 
was  Hnniillrd. 

Q.  Ti.  State  wbetber  ynn  know,  or  do  not  know,  what  basbiM^inie  of  tbe  cotton  of 
tbe  Lonieiana  State  Bai>k  on  Rvd  Bivt-r.  Wbere  Isit  now,  orwbere  wan  it  when yoi 
lact  see  or  bcaril  of  It;  nnd  if  diKpot^d  of,  by  wboee  ordr-rs,  and  by  whom  remiivHI 
—A.. Ail  I  know  about  il.  Is  ibst  Mr.  Stevemon,  the  a)cent  of  tbn  Louisisiia  Bum 
Bank,  told  me  <n  tbe  month  of  July,  1»65,  that  be  was  Hbipping  bis  cotton  to  Kar 
Orleans.  Tii^s  was  in  Sbrevoiiort.  I  inferrrd  thiui  tbe  oonversaiioa  that  tbe  cottoi 
be  Has  Kpi-akiug  about  was  tliK  bank  cotton. 

Q.  6.  l>id,  or  did  u«t,  Mr.  Stevenvoii,  as  agent  of  tbe  bank,  in  conretaatios  wilk 
yon,  Ket  up  any  slaim  to  tbe  b30  bales  drlivered  (o  QnerouseT — A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  T.  Was  thrre.  or  was  thpr^  not,  to  yogr  kiiowlrdge,  any  claiiti  net  np  for  aatil  cot- 
ton dclivrifd  to  (jneroatc,  in  your  offlcial  capacity,  liy  Mmars.  Wilbenlinry  A  Dnjit, 
or  any  iilbrr  pnrty  T— A.  Thrrn  wnt  no  claim  set  up  to  nie  by  Urssts.  Witbt-nbaty  A 
*  Di>,\le  fur  sail!  lotton.     Mr.  Ballard  staled  to  me,  subseiiiiently  to  the  delivery  of  Ik* 
culton  to  Mr.  Qiirronzp,  that  lie  bad  lien  npon  i.hat  coiiod. 

Q.-8,  Please  slate  whether  or  not,  to  your  kiiowlrdue,  payments  for  fttcambnsti 
bongbr,  chBi'ten-il,  leased,  or  i^ised  by  tbe  Confedtrate  Stntcs  Goveminent  wiihio 
Con redr rale  linen  were  ever  made  in  cotton ;  anil  if  not,  in  wliat  was  sncb  payiMota 
maite,  if  n  ade  at  nil  T~A.  I  never  knew  of  psyinents  lieing  made  iu  cottuu.  If  piid 
at  ail,  it  van  with  Confederate  bonds  or  cei-tilieil  acconnts. 

Q.  ».  Have  yon,  or  have  yoo  not,  k>>ov>D  one  Mr.  Andn-w  W.  McKee,  wilhin  (1m 
CoiilVdeiate  lines  T  If  yoa,  what  was  hisiHi^itixD  oriKcnpatinn  nnder  ilifConrrdmU 
Stat' s  Gi'vemnient  1  Wbi<t  nutbnrity  or  powom  did  be  have  concerning  thf  oittoa 
ot  (be  Confedeiate  StutesT— A.  I  knew  said  Andrew  W.  McKee  offlcially.  He  «»» 
agent  of  (he  ti'easnry  department  of  the  Coiifedenite  States  fur  Ibe  p<irchnMi>feo(tai. 

q.  10.  Had,  or  liu<l  not, this  Mr.  Mi-Kei-,  in  bisoBicial  ca|«city,  any  auibnriiy  *li*t- 
CTrr  on  cotton  after  it  was  iitin-baiivd  l>y  the  Conl'eilerute  States,  atid  especially  ii>  ib* 
Wnnhita  Valley  T— A.  1  did  not  know  of  his  having  ant bority  to  dispose  of  the  0»- 
federtite  ci'lton.  The  cotton  Imreaii  twtablisbed  by  General  Suiith  waa  tlx  ooly 
«utburity  iu  the  trans- Mississippi  department  that  I  knew  of. 
Cross-examitied  in  behalf  of  Withenbury  &,  Doyle: 

Q.  II.  Under  what  immediate  niitb'  rity  were  yon  avIiDg  in  tbedtsponal  of  ConM- 
ernlB  States  trensiiry  depiii-tnientciKtou  I  Had  you  any  authority  whatever  fnnD  ita 
treasury  department  at  Kii-bmond  to  pnrchaxe  ordispoiH!  of  cotton  f  If  «o,  wlial  wu 
it  I — A.' My  antlionty  »as  from  the  ci)t(on  bureau,  approved  by  tliecommandiiift^vn- 
eral  of  tlic  trHns-MiioisHippi  department.    1  hrtd  do  nnthority  from  the  trvaMiry  ii>- 

Carluiriit  at  Ricbmond.  My  authority  was  from  Col.  W.  A.  Broadnell,  the  chief  of 
be  cotton  btin-au,  apiiroved' by  General  E.  Kitby  Smith. 

Q.  li.  Who  WHK  acting  an  agent  for  the  Louifiana  State  Bank  in  the  transfer  of  cot- 
ton yon  have  ref.-rreil  to,  and  who  was  nfienl  fur  the  Confederate  States  iu  the  mw 
lrniisa";tiott  f— A.  Mr.  John  A.  Stevenwin  wns  Reuerally  considered  the  agrnt,  anltlM 
only  nfjfnt,  of  the  Lotiislana  State  Bni>k,  iu  that  region  of  country.  I  itu  not  kno" 
whether  Ihe  trniisfer  of  the  Luuiaisna  State  Bank  coitou  waa  made  by  Colonel  Bnud- 
■wellorGetieralS     - 


Q.  14.  Were  yon  ordered  to  deliver  tlie  particnlar  cnttnn  on  the  Simmanl  pUnta- 
tiou  toQileronze,  or  was  it  optional  nitb  yon  to  deliver  that  or  any  other  cotton;  ■>>' 
weie  you  not  lieHilating  fcr  a  ciinnidernble  time  before  you  Hually  tranaferrrd  tltetitf 
bales  of  the  Siiimiims  cotton  to  QneronEet— A.  It  was  oiitiooal  with  me  (o  ilalim 
that  or  auy  other  lot  of  Coufederate  cotton;  I^beaitated  no  lunger  than  wb»t«M 
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iiee«tmty  in  thaoBDal  connoof  huiiinem.     Iftnvehim  tbialotof  oottoD  beoanseit  WM 
all  tOKethfr,  and  cimverii»iit  tn  lh«  Wiwhitu  River. 

Q.  IS.  DnrjnK  tbi!  timeuf  the  rin){ntiNtii>n  ortbe  Simmons  cotton  witb  Qriuronzn,  rtfd 
Ur.  Ji)]e«  L«  Mure  gn  up  to  8hn!vi-[iort  one  or  more  tiiiieH  to  iKciire  tbis  particular 
cotton  ;  aoil  <liil  he  briii);  froni  SliruveiKirt  any  iturlicnUr  dncnnti-iits  from  the  cuttoa 
bureau?  If  »o,  what  wre  thnj'T — A.  There  wiib  no  delay  In  the  neKotiiitioii  about 
the  Sim  menu  cotton.  When  I  iinipaiwd  to  deliver  the  Siniuiointantton,  it  won  accepted 
by  Mr.  Qntrouze  afler  he  examined  the  cotton.  There  wire  no  douuinentH  ebowu  DM 
bj  Hr.  Le  Mi're  from  the  cotton  bureau  that  I  remetiiber. 

Q.  1ft.  Who,  if  au.vlHxI.v,  nbowed  yon  a  periTiit  to  eziHirt  this  cotton,  and  lu  wboM 
Ibtot  waa  the  pentilt  written,  and  from  where  did  the  )i«rmit  emanatef— A.  An  well 
as  1  can  recollect,  the  order  direclinit  uie  tii  deliver  the  cotton  conveyed  with  it  ft 
permit  for  it  to  lie  Blii|>)ied  out  of  the  Coiif (.-derate  Hues;  tbe  order  and  the  {wrmik 
cinaDBted  from  the  cottiiit  bnrean. 

Q.  17.  In  whoseiiiior  waatbe  |«rTnIt  tntinteilf — A.  I  do  not  remember  whether  the 
permit  waa  Rranled  in  the  nunie  of  Mr.  Qiieroiize  ur  Mr.  L«  Morn. 

Q.  la.  Was  ibecoutiideratiou  paid  by  Qiieruuze  for  this  cotton  f— A.  I  do  not  know; 
I  WAS  only  ordered  to  deliver  the  cotton. 

Q.  19.  Did  you  hnow  of  auy  dekta  bi  ing  pnid  by  the  Confederate  States  with  cot- 
ton! If  any,  what  wait  the  imtlive  of  the  debts  BO  paid  T— A.  I  did  nut  iiiiowof  cnt- 
toii  being  used  to  |iay  for  prointrty  iiiircbusnl  within  the  Coufederate  linea;  cvtton 
was  uBe<rfor  the  puipows  of  paying  for  foieicii  Hnppliiii. 

Q.  SO.  Do  yon  know  from  wbiini  A.  W.  McKeo  receivetl  bia  Rppoinlra^nt  as  treaaarr 
•Kent f— A.  I  do  not  know  positively.  He  was  generally  Poiislderi-d  as  an  U);out  ap- 
potDied  by  the  treasury  department,  at  Kichinniid,  fur  the  pnrc'iaBing  of  cotton. 

Q.  31.  Was,  or  was  not,  the  SinimmiB  cottim  iinrchased  from  Siiumoiis  byatroosDry 
agent  T-  A.  I  do  nut  k'liow  bv  wli»ni  ii  was  piircbawd. 

(j.  22.  Did,  or  did  not,  L»  More  &.  Co.,  t)ir.m),'U  the  cotton  bnrean  established  bj 
General  E.  Kirliy  Smith,  iiieferHctuim  I'nr  the  value  of  this  cotton,  to  bit  sent  toBtoh- 
moutl,  afler  it  was  captured  liy  the  United  StJtes  NuvvT— A.  I  do  not  know, 

Q.  i£l  D>d  yon  know,  iifflcially  or  otherwise,  thrungh  the  cotton  bureau  at  Shreva- 
port,  tliat  lA.i  More  &.  Co.  fnruisbud  suiiplies  to  the  Confederate  Stalest— A.  1  hars 
Qo  knowledge  of  the  fact. 

Filed  September  li>,  ]»65, 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cltrk. 

DetHHitlon  of  Christian  RoanliiiH,  in  behalf  of  O.  A.  Le  Morn  dc  Co.,  taken  liefore  Hngh 
Mnilden,  uotary  pnblic,  at  bia  o Bice  in  the  city  uf  New  Orleans,  Ln.,on  the  2Gtb  dajr 
of  AnguBt,  A.  D.  IKGii. 

Qaestion.  Yon  will^-plcaBe  Bt ate  what  is  yonr  name  and  occupation.— Ann wer.  Mj 
nitiie  ia  Christlau  BuaeliuB  ;  my  age.  aixty-two  yi-aTs;  occnpatiou,  attorney  and  coua- 
•eihir  at  law. 

Q.  Have  you,  or  have  you  Dot.anyconnprtionwiththeLouiainnaHtatc  Hank  since 
the  vear  Ir-iisf;  and,  it  yei>,  plense  Btiite  what  ibosncoun.^ction<  weret— A.  Oiitiie-iUth 
Usrch,  I'ttS,  I  wax  nppolined  by  niilituiy  aiiib.Tity  one  of  the  co]iinii«<i oners  fur  the 
liquidation  of  the  Lonisiana  State  D;ini{,  and  nince  that  time  have  acted  in  tliat  ca- 
pacity. Thisismy  only  cimlieLt ion  wiih  the  bank  at  any  time  except  having  beeu  » 
stwktiolder  for  ne^.rly  eighteen  yean,  but  hod  nothing  to  do  with  the  sduiiuist ration 
of  the  bank. 

Q.  Hod  yon,  or  hod  you  not,  In  ynur  ofEcial  cnpncity  of  llnnidntor,  ttny  cotitml  or 
direction  of  the  col  ton  bought  by  J.  A.  SleveUMiii  for  the  said  bankt  It'  ye,t.  please 
■tatrwbat  power,  mntrol,  or  arthorily  you  had  in  themnlter.— A.  The  conimiNiiouera 
hud  the  sole  control  or  everything  i-nnnetled  with  the  sdininiHtratiuii  ut'lhu  bunk,  and 
Bumng  other  thluge  of  the  cotton  whiili  had  been  Inrwanled  to  ihom  by  John  A  .Ste- 
venson, the  agent  apjioitited  for  the  purcboHO  of  cottini  for  the  bank;  bntuftliis cot- 
ton only  t^,-iW  bates  had  been  reeeived,  and  this  is  the  only  eolton  over  which  the 
coDimisaioners  exricised  au  iuimediatr  cnulrol.  The  bnluui'e  of  the  cotton  bu.ongiog 
to  the  biiuk  is  in  places  to  yrbicli  the  conimihslonrrH  have  no  accebs,  and  over  wbii-h, 
thei-efon^  they  cannot  indiviiliinlly  exercise  any  power,  nor  dues  Oeponent  kuow  the 
locality  where  that  cotton  at  pivsent  it. 

Q.  Hod  or  hod  not  J.  A.  SCuveuHon  ubnolute  right  or  authority  to  sell  or  exchange 
the  Gutton  behmgiug  to  the  bank,  or  was  it  nevewnry  that  bin  acln  in  the  prcmisea 
■honldberatitieilKrapprovedut  ullbyaiiy 'itbi-rpenion  or  i>KrBi)nBT— A.  Since  I  have 
brenoneoribeconiini-sbnicrs,  no  such  aiithnrily  was  ever  vested  in  Mr.  Steveu-on. 
Hisanthority  wan  limited  to  the  pnicliuaing  and  forwanling  thd  cotton  tints  pur- 
cboaed  (br  tbe  biitik;  hut  lietore  I  liecaine  one  uf  the  cnmmlHsiuuer^  a  rexalutioD  on 
that  sal ijei  t  had  been  passed  by  the  bouid  of  directors,  the  exact  purport  of  which  I 

Q.  Did  this  tetiolutioD  which  you  speak  of  or  the  cummissionera  of  the  bank  glv* 
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their  ouDBeut  to  ihe  exchanf^  prrparnd  t«  be  mode  by  J.  A.  Btevi'iiiMiii  with  tba  n- 
e«lled  Confederate  StateH,  i>f  cotton  owiied  by  the  bmak  on  Eed  Kiver,  for  ootlog 
oUiuied  by  the  su-cnlled  Coufeilerate  States  on  the  Washita  Blverf— A.  The  eomniM- 
(rlonere  never  aiitborizpd  Mr.  Slevenson,  or  anybody  else,  to  eDter  into  anj  ooatnel 
whatever  with  the  Ho-called  Confederate  States.  Whatever  reaola linn  may  bare  btm 
paaeed  on  that  subjeot,  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

Q.  Was  or  vaa  not  that  exchange  oT  cotlon,  above  referred  to,  ever  coiapleted  or 
approved  by  those  whose  cunsuut  wax  necesaiiry  to  give  it  validity  t — A.  Nut,  so  ht 
as  I  am  informed. 

Q.  Was  oi  waa  not,  to  your  knowledge,  such  a  contract  in  exinteiioe,  either  «»■ 
pleted  or  not  T  and  if  yea,  was  it  not  repudiated  or  caiicf  led  by  the  bank,  itii  liqnida> 
ton  or  ofQcersT—A.  As  I  have  already  stated,  I  do  not  know  of  the  esintence  of  uy 
■noh  contract. 

Q.  Have  or  have  not  all  the  Bales  of  cotton  made  to  tirieff  &.  Zunta  b.v  the  1.0D)fl- 
ana  Slate  Bank  been  repudiated  by  the  eommiabi oners  of  the  said  baiikf — A.  A  eon- 
troot  was  made  before  I  had  any  connection  with  the  bank  as  cnmntissinDer  brtweea 
Mr.  Stevenson  and  Messrs.  Grieff  &,  Zunts,  and  perhaps  with  other  gentlemen  whoM 
Dame  I  do  ootramember,  by  which  Grieff  &,  Znnts  obligated  theniselve-s  to  bring  (hit 
ootton  to  market,  and  obtain  papers  fur  that  purpixte,  and  to  pay  the  bank  s  ceTtain 
Tate  per  pound — I  think  thirty  cents  a  pound,  but  I  am  not  certnin— and  the  balanee 
of  the  i<rice  for  which  cotton  might  be  sold  was  to  lie  thi-im,  fi>r  the  Ironble  of  bring- 
ing it  np  and  down.  Alter  I  was  appointrd,  nith  my  colleagues  Miltenberoer  aad 
Lapeyre,  and,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  after  a  partof  the  cotton  had  comedown,  through 
our  own  expense  and  agency,  these  gentlemen  setup  a  title  to  this  cnttnn,  under  this 
contract,  which  the  board  of  oom  mission  era  refused  to  recognice;  and  the  qnestina 
aa  to  the  validity  of  the  rights  claimed  by  them  under  that  contract  still  reniani  dd- 
determined' -these  genlk-nieu  inniating  that  they  have  rights  under  this  contract,  and 
oommissioners  denying  the  validity  ofthcHe  rights. 

Q.  Was  or  was  not  tliat  sale  or  tranafer  to  Orieff  and  Znnts  of  cotton,  among  vhieli 
a  certain  number  of  bales  was  then,  aud  hod  lieen  raised  or  cultivated,  on  Simmoni'i 
or  Hopewell  plantutiou,  sininlatedf — A.  I  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  coo- 
tract  was  simulated,  but,  on  the  contrary,  the  parties  intended  it  as  a  real  contract; 
but  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  is  not  now  binding  upim  the  llnuidators  of  the  bank,  be- 
cause Messrs.  UrieffA  Zuut*  did  not  comply  with  the  conditions  upon  which  the  con- 
tract was  made,  nnr  do  I  know  on  what  plautation  any  purt  of  this  cotton  was  raia«d. 

Q.  What  were  the  coDditioiia  of  said  coutract  f  When  waa  it  made  T  When  aod 
where,  and  to  whom  was  tlm  property  to  be  delivered  t— A.  I  cannot  answer.  The 
oon  tract  is  at  the  bank,  aud  Mr.  Lapeyre  con  exhibit  it;  I  never  saw  it  but  once,  and 
I  do  not  n>colluct  its  contents  particularly. 

Q.  Where  waa  the  cotton  gitnated  which  the  bank  owned,  on  the  banks  of  Bed 
Biver or  the  bankenf  the  Washita  Riverl— A.  I  have  alreaity  stated,  in  my  aoewen 
to  previone  questions,  that  I  linve  no  knowledge  where  this  culton  was  or  is,  except 
that  iiortioD  which  came  here,  aud  a  part  of  it  hiv<  been  sold,  and  a  part  sent  to  Ba- 
rope  tor  aale. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Jules  Lo  More  t  And  if^ea,  what  character  hai 
he  borne  in  this  cnmniunity  where  he  han  lived,  ne  to  veracity  and  integrity  I— A-  I 
have  known  Mr.  Jules  Lu  Mure  very  well,  and  he  has  always  hail  the  repnlaliop  of 
being  a  gentleman  of  truth  and  honor. 

Cross -examination  in  behalf  of  the  United  States: 

S,  Did  Mr.  JulcH.Le  More  leave  New  Orleans  after  it  was  surreudered  lo  the  Krd- 
forcusT  It'  yea,  did  he  Irave  as  a  registered  enemy,  and  when  did  he  retnrat— 
A.  I  was  not  aware  llmt  Mr.  Julen  Le  More  had  left  New  Orlevis  pernianrntly,  tl 
any  time ;  but  if  be  had.  It  diuhe  be  after  the  Federal  forces  occupied  New  Orleana- 
I  never  knew  liim  In  be  a  registered  onemy,  and  always  believed  him  to  be  a  French 
subject. 

q.  Whether  the  0,000  bales  of  cotton  npoken  of  came  from  Red  River  or  notf— A. 
Tbst  they  came  from  that  neigh tHirhood,  as  I  have  )ii-en  informed,  and  aa  I  sboaM 
judge  from  the  very  great  exiiense  of  transportation  which  wai  paid  by  us. 

Q.  Does  yonr  knowledge  of  I  he  cotton  claimeil  by  tlie  bank  date  frmn  your  appoint- 
ment BscommissionprT— A.  1  know  nothing  of  the  matter  except  what  has  transpired 
since  I  have  been  apjiointed  commissioner. 
Filed  September  1»,  1005. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  am*. 

Deposition  of  John  M.  La|ieyre,  in  bchalfof  G.  A.  LeM«re&  Co.,tal(eu  before  Hagb 
Madd<-D,  notary  public,  at  his  oQIce  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  on  th* 
idth  day  of  August,  A.  D.  1065. 
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Q.  What  connection  hnd  yon  with  the  Lou  i  si  an  a  Stale  Baolc  since  1862,  and  had 
fon  any  control  of  the  dimctionor  the  cotton  Imiight  Liy  J.  A.  Slflvensoii  for  the  bank  t 
and  if  fca,  what  uoner  or  authority  ba<l  yoii  in  tlie  mattcT  f — A.  At  the  tiniu,  I  waa 
preaideot  of  the  bank,  and  was  so  ontil  the  month  of  March  last,  IHIKt,  ami  in  that 
oapacity  I  had  coatrol.  throogh  Mr.  tjteTenson,  of  ihe  cotton  bought  for  the  bank  by 
•aid  BteveDBou. 

Q.  Had  J.  A.  Stevenson  the  absolnte  right  or  anthority  to  sell  or  exchange  the  cot- 
toa  belonging  to  the  bank,  or  was  it  necessary  that  bis  acts  in  the  premises  beratilletf 
or  approved  of  by  any  other  persiin  or  persons  t — A.  Ifiuce  Sleventon  left  here  to  go 
Ihrough  the  lines,  no  conitunnication  conld  bx  had  vritb  him.  and,  in  anticipatlim  of 
that  difflcDlty,  he  was,  on  the  start,  fnlly  anthorixed  to  act  as  his  own  Judgment  might 
dictate  in  alt  that  had  reference  to  the  cotton  in  (|u«Btiiin. 

Q.  Who  were  tbe  jiersons  whose  consent  was  necessary  to  &ive  valiillt;  to  the  aots 
of  fitevposou,  relative  to  the  sale,  or  exchaD);e.  or  diopoHal  of  this  cotton  T — A.  As  to  ' 
the  exchange  which  took  place  outtide  of  tlie  lines,  the  contract  was  binding  by  the 
•ole  act  of  llilevenson.    As  to  the  Hale  made  here,  it  was  approved  by  me  aa  president 
of  the  bank,  under  tbe  n'solations  of  the  board  of  directors. 

Q.  Did  I  he  hoardof  direnlorsof  the  bank,  urthe  commistionorB,  since  give  their  oou- 
•ent  to  the  exchange  made,  or  prepArud  to  be  made,  by  8t«ve]ison.  with  the  agent  of 
tbe  Mt-called  Confederate  Stutfn  ol'  cotton  owned  by  the  bank  nn  Red  Rivt^r,  fur  cot- 
ton cisimed  byiheso-calUid  Confeilerate  Slates  ou  the  Washita  River  j— A.  The  action 
of  the  board  of  direct! lilt  in  approving  of  the  sale  of  the  cotton  on  the  Washita,  proved 
theic  acceptance  of  the  exchange  made  by  tjtevennon. 

Q.  Was  r  hat  exchange  of  colt<in  spoken  of,  ever  completed  and  approved  by  the 
biuudof  commissioners  of  the  bank  appointed  by  military  authority  t— A.  At  rhetinie 
(he  exchange  was  made  known  to  the  bank,  the  buanl  of  directors  were  authorized 
to  set  nnder  the  snpervision  of  tbci  cum  mi  ssi  oners.  The  latter  were  informed  of  the 
IranHSction,  and  of  the  approval  of  tbe  board  of  directors,  and  no  objection  was  raised 
on  tbrir  part — that  is,  aa  to  the  exchange. 

Q.  Has  not  that  exchange  been  since  oanee[«<l  or  repudiated  by  the  bank,  its  di- 
rectoTH,  or  cnmmiHflioiierst— A.  Several  montliH  after  the  exchange  took  pluce,  sHeing 
tbe  impofsibiiity  of  Teaching  the  Washita  cotton,  the  ag<'Ut,  John  A.  Stevenson,  an- 
DDlled  the  original  contract,  aurl  took  back  tbe  original  cotton  on  thn  Red  River,  less 
about  3,500  bates,  which,  white  tbe  exchange  wus  in  force,  and  whilst  un<}er  control 
of  Cou  federate  gov  em  nienti  had  beeu  destroyed  or  lost,  and  for  wbicb  we  maintain  our 
elaim  against  the  Confederate  government. 

Q.  Have,  or  have  not,  all  tbe  enlrs  of  cotton  made  by  the  Louisiana  State  Bank  ti> 
Qrieff  &.  Znuts,  been  repiidiateil  by  tbe  cotmtiisniouers  of  the  hank  f — A.  Yes,  as  far 
as  the  Red  Kiver  cotton  is  ooucemc<l,  bat  not  as  to  any  cotton  which  we  were  deprived 
of  by  force  or  by  seizure  on  the  Washita,  whilst  tbe  change  of  cotton  existed. 

Q.  Was.  or  WHS  not,  the  transfer  toariefi'&  Zniitz  of  cotton,  among  which  a  certain 
number  of  lialea  was  lock  ted  and  riiised  on  SIiuiiiiuih'h  or  Hopewell  plantation  simu- 
lated f — A.  Where  the  cotton  was  rstHed  I  am  not  able  ta  say,  bnt  among  the  cotton 
IrhDsferred  by  the  bank  to  Grleff  <&  Ztitits  were  0'-tr>  bates,  located  on  the  plantation 
of  said  Simmons.  The  tranHfer  or  sale  with  Orieir  Jk.  Zunta  was  not  simnlnted,  bnt 
WM  buna  lide.  It  was  annllid  later  Ixtcaiise  it  conld  tint  be  carrioil  into  effect  tn  the 
extent  it  was  expcct-<d.  This  b>t  of  iCt.i  bftles  of  (uittou  on  the  gimnions  plantations, 
was  part  and  pareel  of  cotton  transferred  tu  the  bank,  in  exchanife  of  the  Red  River 
cottiiu  by  the  Confederate  government. 

Q.  What  was  the  consiileration  of  said  traiiRrsr  t  How  was  it  paid  for  1  When  wa» 
the  sale  made?  When,  where,  and  t-o  whom  was  the  property  delivered T — A.  The 
■ale  took  p1ae«  iu  Hareh,  1M64,  in  New  OrlenuH.  The  considcraliou  to  be  pnid  to  the 
bank  wa*  :10  cents  per  )>nund,  free  of  all  duties  and  uxpenKOs,  us  the  cotton  was  re- 
ceived in  New  Orleans,  the  purchoHers  engHging  to  bring  the  cotton  at  their  own  ex- 
peniie  to  the  city.  Parties  went  up  with  .fohn  A.  StuveuHou,  agent  of  the  auk,  to 
receive  the  cotton  on  the  Wanhita,  but  owing  tu  the  then  eiiiitiiig  cirenmatanoes,  no 
delivery  could  be  made. 

Q.  Where  whs  the  cotton  located,  which  the  bank  owned,  on  the  Red  Biver  or  the 
Washita  Riverf— A.  I  am  nnable  to  designate  all  the  localities,  either  on  the  Red 
River  or  un  the  Washita  River,  where  the  cotton  was  situnted  or  located.  It  was 
■pread  over  a  large  tract  of  country  on  both  rivers,  in  stnull  lots. 

(j.  Are  you  acquainteil  with  Mr.  Jules  Ln  Monit  and  what  has  been,  and  what  is, 
Mb  general  repotatiiin  in  this  community  ssto  veroi^ity  and  integrity  T — A.  I  have  been 
acqnaiuted  with  him  for  several  years.  I  have  uuver  heard  his  integrity  or  veracity 
qamtioned. . 

CroBs.exami nation  in  behalf  ot  tbe  United  States: 

Q.  When  Stevenson  notilied  you.  by  letter,  that  he  had  canceled  the  contract  fbr 
eiehange  of  0'>ttou  with  the  Confederate  States  authorities,  did  he  make  any  excep- 
^Q  or  reservation  of  auy  particular  lot  of  cotton  on  the  Washita,  in  that  letterf — 
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A-  No ;  I  do  not  haow  otcd  if  he  waa  seqaaiDted  with  the  aeiiDre  of  that  eottoa  1^ 
Coniniodnra  Ptirler. 

<J.  At  what  time  waa  tbis  Qnt  ezchaa^  made  bf  SlevanBon  uid  Ulb  Qonfedetati 
etaleR  anthoritlea  t— A.  In  Ant{iiiit,  1063. 

<J.  Dnjiia  kunw  wbeClier  the  flrni  nf  Q.  A.Le  More  A  Co.,c1ainiaiitfl,baTehadin 
tr»ii8ictii>D8  wlih  the  tio-oalled  Coafederate  StattM  KOVemroeDt,  or  any  offloen  lh*no( 
in  the  tray  of  fnrnisliiii);  Biippliee  of  any  kiml  to  that  (^vcmiiieiit,  or  the  oBiem 
thetrofT — A.  I  ItDow  nothing  peraoDally  of  Biich  tranaaotionB :  I  have  hwd  itikd 
that  they  did  rnriiiall  certain  utolhs  and  veetinicH  to  the  CoufRdernbi  goverument. 

<Tb>8  qaeHlion  oliJ<M;ted  bo  by  souaael  of  Le  More  Sl  Co.,  as  huanay  eviilenccL) 

Q.  Whs  Jnlex  Lo  More  durinj;  (he  tebetl'on  frii-ndty  to  the  so-cailad  Confcdtnta 
-Blaireiioveniraentf — A.  1  do  not  know.  PuliJicruDinrwaBthathehadmadeaooBlTMl 
with  tbti  Confederate  government,  but  by  what  motives  he  waa  prompted  thereto,  I 
«anun[  eay. 

(Objected  to  on  acconnt  of  ita  being  fae«n*y  evidence.) 

Q.  What  waa  the  character  of  the  fiindu  that  the  bank  nsed  in  pnrabatingthe  Eat 
Biver  cotton,  by  Srevenson,  acent  of  the  bank! — A.  Coiifederute  States  treasnrrnalM, 

3.  la  Dot  the  claim  of  the  liauk  to  Ihe  cotton  in  coiitrovcTsy  baaed  upon  ibe  ]im 
damage  of  tbe  bank  cutton  Hitnated  on  Red  river,  while  it  waa  nndtr  th*  cootral 
-of  the  so-called  Confeilerate  Slatpsf — A.  Yi-s;  becnuse  the  bank  conaidered  thcj  «tn 
entitled  In  compensution  for  their  loss  on  tbe  Bed  Biver  out  of  the  Waofaita  oottai, 
ae  txT  as  they  could  get  hold  of  it. 
Filed  September  VJ,  lS65. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CbrL 

Deposition  of  Aristido  Miltenberger.  in  behalf  of  O.  A.  Le  Mure  A  Co.,  taken  befon 
Hnjih  Maililfu,  notary  public,  at  his  office  in  the  city  of  Sow  Orleaos,  Louisiana 
on  the  ^th  day  of  August,  A.  D.  1865. 

Q.  Please  at&te  your  name,  aga,  s 
fecr(t(-r;  my  age  is  fifty-five  yean; 
mcTchiint. 

Q.  Have  yon,  or  have  yon  not,  connections  with  the  Lonintana  State  Bank  nnoelkt 
jear  IMid;  and  if  yea,  state  what  thoKC  weret — A.  I  was  L-omniiss inner,  appointed  bj 
tbe  military  aiitliurideH,  to'liqnidate  the  BtTairsof  the  bank  in  lt*6.1.  ' 

Q.  In  y on r  capacity  of  cnmniiBKiuner,  had  jnn,  orutit,  control  or  dircolion  of  tta 
cotton  Lnuglit  by  J.  A.  St  vi-iisim,  fur  tlie  baiikf  and  if  yea,  stnt«  what  onthoriij 
you  linil  in  thi*  matter. — A.  Yes,  I  had  the  anthnrity  of  a  commiaiiioQer. 

<J.  Hail,  or  had  not,  J.  A.  Sttit'enson  tlie  alisiilnte  authority  or  riKht  to  sell  or  n- 
-chunKC-  the  cotton  brli>ii|>ing  to  tlie  bank,  or  was  it  uectwuiry  that  his  af  is  in  tbt 
pri'miHes  shonid  be  ratilli-d  or  approved  by  any  peraon  or  persouitt — A.  I  couHiderthsl 
■whatever  he  did  was  to  Im!  appriivrd  liy  tbe  cuniiiiiBslontTs. 

Q.  Wan  Ihe  cotiKuut  of  the  conimiNHlonurs  of  Ihe  bank,  or  other  offlcem,  necaut; 
to  fcira  validity  to  tho  ac^fa  of  Strv-'niuin  lor  the  sale,  exchan^,  or  other  wine  dispnol 
of  the  cotton  of  the  Louisiana  State  Bank,  or  was  the  consent  of  a  mtijority  nf  them 
Bafflvicritt — A.  SlfvenHon.  being  on  the  spot,  a  certHin  bititnde  was  of  ooucw  alhind 
biiii.  HiH  {Hiwers  were  BufHcient  to  give  liini  aiilbunty  to  sell,  exchange,  or  otbirwii* 
<!lspoi)e  of  i:otton  belonging  to  the  bank,  aniijectto  the  approval  of  Ihe  cominitaioiirni 
Powers  were  given  to  Miid  Stevenson  before  I  was  ajipniuted  com  mi  mi  oner.  Tba 
powerH  given  to  hitn  were  lo  represenl  the  bank  in  the  best  way  be  could. 

Q.  How  nianv  other  com nii«. loners  were  appointed  with  yon  I — A.  Two,  oamdj', 
J.  M.  LniHyro  und  Colonel  Dwighf ,  U. 8.  A. 

(j.  Did  t  lie  ciimmiHB loners  n,i\  e  lh<-ir  coiispnt  to  the  exchange  mode  or  prepared  Hj 
J.  A.  Stevenson,  with  Iho  iigent  of  the  Conl'edeTnte  SlalvH,  of  cotton  owned  by  iba 
bank  oil  Bed  Ki ver,  lor  cotton  claimed  l>y  the  Oonfederaie  Sutes  on  tbe  Washita  KlTsrt 
— A.  Yes,  I  believe  tliev  cave  a  eonditional  consent :  the  coutlitivo  woa  that  it  could 
beAnnnik-dfltHny  time. 

Q.  Was  that  extliangeevercooipletedandnpprovcdT — A.  It  wiw.as&r  aswacooU 

Q,  Was  any  portion  of  the  cnttnn  on  the  Washita  lavedT — A.  There  waa  Dim  hB> 
dred  and  odd'  biiles  navrd,  and  taken  Cairo  by  the  United  Stntee  fiircea. 

ti,  Was.  or  wan  not,  thecuutraet  nf  exchange  nf  that,  cotton,  above  mentioned. na- 
oelfed  by  tbe  liank  t — A.  It  was  not  onocelled  or  repudiated  by  the  bank,  so  far  at  lb 
cotton  woH  got,  but  it  was  after  tbe  nine  hnndred  and  odd  bales  were  got. 

Q.  Wore.or  werauot.all  theaoleamade  toGrielf  ^Zuntsby  the  bank  repniliil*il 
hy  the  conimiSHiNiierH  of  the  liank  T — A.  I,  for  one.  did  repudiate  them.  SutneqneDllj 
Orielf  ic  ZnntH  came  and  claimed  the  cotton  received  by  the  bank  since  June,  lilSi 
but  were  repudiated  by  the  cninmiiwionerB. about  one  or  two  months  ufter  the  eift- 
ditinn  of  Oeuorai  Banks  to  Bed  Biver.  1  consider  the  sales  to  Grieff  &  ZBalu*- 
pudlated. 
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<].  WBa,«r  waannt.theaaleor  transrer  to  Orieff  Sl  Ztinta  of  cotton,  among  wblob 
»aanninberof  bales  lucntrd  and  raised  on  Siinniona'a  or  Hopewell  plat  tiitlon,  Biin- 
■laled. — A.  It  was  not  a  siniutated  rale,  but  I  upptwed  it. 

Q.  Wlien  was  Ibat  sale  Aiade  f  what  wiu  the  ouuHidnratioQ  t  when  anil  where  wa» 
H  made  T  and  t<i  wbcini  was  i  he  pruperty  delivered  T — A.  I  reter  to  tbe  agreemeut  bo- 
tween  Ihe  bank  and  Qrieff  &  ZiiTits. 

Q.  Wbera  whs  tbe  cotton  luculeil  which  the  bank  owned  on  Red  River  and  npon 
tbe  Wsshila  River  located  f— A.  On  Rt-d  Kivpr  and  on  Washita  Kivrr. 

Q.  Are  yon  acnaaiuted  with  Hr.  Jules  Le  Uiiref  and  if  yen,  please  state  what  is  bii. 
general  repntation  in  Ihia  oorpiniinity  as  to  rcrauiCy  and  iute^ity. — A.  1  have  always- 
eonsidered  liim  aa  a  very  honorable  person,  in  all  my  tran^auiiniis  with  him. 

Q.  Did  yon,  or  did  you  nr>t.  receive,  some  time  in  Murob,  1661,  from  Mr.  Jules  L« 
Mure,  acortituiiiiicatioD  asking  yon  tnoUtsiti  a  permit  fromibe  Federal  aniborities  at 
New  Orleans  U<  take  out  Troiii  the  Wushita  River  cerlain  lota  of  cotteu  belougiug  to 
O.  A.  L«  More  A.  Co.,  ot  Havre,  FranceT 

(This  I)  nest  ion  is  objected  to  by  Mr.  C.S.  Kellogg,  attending  in  hebalf  of  tbe  United 
Slftles,  ua  tbo  fjrimiid  that  the  slaCeineuts  ol'  Le  Mure  &,  Co.,  or  their  ai^nt,  are  not 
teatiniony.     Further  ground,  ooiDtuiiniuat.loa  itf'uig  in  writing,  it  is  nut  produced.) 

A.  I  received  eiicb  a  coiumuuication,  but  coutd  not  obtain  permit.  Did  not  act  on 
the  coramunicatioD. 

CTO«»-int«rrogatories  iu  behalf  of  the  Uuited  States: 

Q.  When  did  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  last  lesve  New  OrleansT— A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  remain  in  Nhw  OrlKiiux  after  it  was  rurrendered  t«  tb» 
United  States  forces!  If  yea,  bow  long  did  he  reiniiinf — A.  He  was  luNew  Orteana 
after  the  norreiider  of  the  city  to  the  United  States  forces,  to  the  best  of  my  knowl- 
edge;  how  lan^f  he  remained  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Whether  Jnles  Le  More,  as  atcnnt  or  otherwise,  was  engaged  in  Hopplyinj;  tha 
Coufedurate  States  go vermuBUt  with  any  supplies T— A.  I  know  nothing  ul>  >ut  it;  I 
was  to  tbe  North. 

Q.  At  what  lime  did  tbe  bank  repn'liate  the  contract  with  Qrieff  and  Zuntsf— A. 
About  the  month  of  June,  1461,  or  about  one  or  two  months  after  General  Bank* 
went  npon  bis  expedition. 

Filed  September  13,  leSi. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clfrk. 

Deposition  of  Selim  Mngoer, 

Hailden,  notary  pnLilic,  at  niA  on 
SOtb  day  of  August,  A.  O.  le$66. 

Q.  What  Is  yonr  name,  age,  occnpntion.  and  residence  I — A-  Selim  Magoer;  near 
forly-flix  yearn ;  iinMry  public;  and  Xew  Orleuus, 

Q.  Do  vou  know  Mr.  Leon  Qneroiise  t  Wlint  has  been  bis  prinnipal  occupation  la 
this  city  t  nod  biive  von.  or  mil.,  hnuivn  him  a.i  a  member  nf  some  of  our  puUlic  in- 
•litiitiunshoreT  If  yea,  stntu  wliieli.— A.  I  knew  him  over  twenty  years;  mrrcbantj. 
in  the  grocery  line.  He  whh  a  director  of  the  Ilunh  of  America  from  its  creation,  and 
other*,  which  I  do  not  recollevt. 

Q.  Wbst  WW)  his  ^eiieriil  mpntation  for  veracity  and  integrity  f— A.  One  of  tha 
most  htino'rable  men  in  this  vommiinity. 

Q.  In  trausactioua  would  tukn  his  representntious  as  trnot — A.  I  would, 

Q.   Uo  you  know  anything  in  luhitioii  to  tbii 
baleaof  cotton  f— A.  1  kiinw  nothing  about  it; 

Filed  September  Vi,  ltf6&. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cfer*. 


Q.  What  is  your  name 
Ca|>edevietle;  my  oge  is 
denee,  New  Orleans. 

Q.  Have  yon  known  Mr.  Leon  (JiieronM  f  If  yea,  atnt*  how  long.  Has  ho  been  a- 
mruiliet  of  any  of  onr  public  institntiousf  und  what  whh  bis  prinei|ial  occupation  f — 
A.  I  have  known  biui  twenty-eight  yearH;  liis  priucipal  occnpaiion  in  thix  city  in  ft 
niervbaul  in  Ihe  grocery  line.  I  believe  that  be  was  director  of  the  Baukof  Anierio*. 
knd  of  the  Lnuisiuna  Hutuut  Insnriince  Coiiipany. 

q.  What  was  his  re]int:iiiou  and  general  uliaraoter  in  tbiscommnnity,  a*  to  verac- 
ity and  integrity T— A.  His  reputaliuu  was  very  good;  be  waa  couaidantd  a  verr 
boDcst  and  Iruthful  man.  .  -  r 
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Croai-exami  nation  b^  W.  W.  Witbbnburt: 

Q.  Do  you  know  wbetber  Ut.  Leon  Qneroaie,  at  any  time  daring  the  late  rebdl- 
iOD,  was  wilhiu  the  lin«e  of  the  so-oalled  Southnm  Coufederao;  or  in  HesiooT— A.  1 
dont  knon. 

Q.  Wan  he  coutiniially  in  the  uity  of  New  Orleans  ilndng  the  late  rebellion,  or  wm 
he  abaeiit  frnni  the  city  during  that  rebellion  f — A.  He  waa  not  here  all  the  tinw;  [ 
beard  froni  the  murchanta  hen  that  he  was  iu  HatAEUoraii. 

Q.  You  have  auswered  in  your  direct  examination  that  you  know  and  beliere  Ifr. 
<JaerouK«  tu  be  a  niau  of  troth  nod  veracity.  la  this  opinion  of  him  confined  to  your 
knowleitge  of  biui  while  in  tbra  city  T — A.  Yes. 

Q.  If  yon  were  to  know  by  Mr.  Querouze'n  own  teBtimooy  that  aoy  time  daring  hii 
Abaence  from  thia  city,  and  dnriue  the  late  rebellion,  he  had,  iu  order  to  sell  property 
within  the  Confederate  lines,  and  Iro  raise  money  therefrom,  deceived  the  party  ta 
whom  be  did  «ell  said  property  by  uiiHrrpresenting  the  maonerln  which  be,  Qiieroate, 
had  obtained  aaid  ptu[ierty,  and  giving  a  false  appearance  to  the  title  of  the  samr. 
would  yoa  atill  believe  him  to  be  a  man  of  truth  and  veracity  T— A.  Tea;  I  (roaU 
fltill  have  the  itame  opinion  of  him. 

Q,  If  yoti  knew  ftom  Mr.  Qnemuze's  own  t^'Dtiinony  that  be  had  repreoenttd  bio- 
•elf  M  the  agent  of  P.  Qarclu,  a  Mexican,  and  bad  sold  property  to  another  •«  tbe 
property  of  P.  Garc^ia,  and  n'ceivnd  the  money  thereror,  and  be  shoold  afterward* 
Umtify  that  he  never  was  the  agent  of  P.  Garcia,  and  that  P.  Garcia  never  owned  tba 
property  so  noid,  but  that  the  whole  tranHantinii  waa  a  deception  and  aul>t«rfuKn  for 
the  pnrpose  of  raisiiif;  money,  would  you  still  believe  Leon  (Jneniuie  to  be  a  man  of 
tmth,  veracity,  and  hnnorf 

(Tbia  and  the  previoiiR  question  wa«  here  objected  to  by  Alexis  Eobert,  eooo«Bl 
Bttendinft  for  G.  A.  Le  Hnru  Or  Co.,  upon  the  ground  that  Ihure  ore  nu  proofii  befan 
the  wilneas  of  the  facta  slated  in  said  questiouH.) 

A.  I  know  nothing  of  this  suit,  and  persist  in  saying  that  I  believe  Ur.  Qnrroaie 
to  be  a  man  of  trlith  and  veracity ;  that,  if  I  knew  tbese  foots,  it  w«uld  not  change 
my  opinion  of  Mr.  Qnerouze. 

Crou-exauiination  in  behalf  of  the  United  Statea: 

Q.  Was  Hr.  Qneronze  In  Npw  Orlenna  when  surrendered  to  the  United  Statw 
forces  T  If  yea,  bow  loug  did  be  remain  in  the  city  after  tbatf — A.  He  waa  hen. 
He  was  here  for  Iwo  or  tbtee  months  after. 

Q.  When  ho  left  New  Orleans  did  he  goontatde  of  the  Federal  lineaT  If  ye«,wl»i* 
did  he  gut— A.  Ho  went  to  Havana. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Qiicrouxe  at  any  time  after  the  aurrender  of  New  Orleana  within  tba 
Confederate  lines  1     If  yea,  where  T— A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Was  any  eiitton  under  the  control  uf  Mr.  Querouze  seized  by  the  Confedanta 
Ooveronient  I— A,  I  do  not  know. 

(f.  Is  Mr.  (Jueronze  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  or  notT— A.  Tea;  he  la  a  nata- 

Q.  Waa  Mr.  <jtierDuze  any  enemy  of  the  Confederate  States  Govemmentf — A.  I 
never  bad  hia  eontideueH  In  thia,  but  I  think  not. 

Q.  Do  yim  know  Jnlea  Le  More,  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.  T— A.  I  know  iita 
brothera  Le  More,  but  do  not  know  the  first  names. 

Filed  SeplemU-r  19,  ia>5, 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  «»*. 
Tub  Unitkd  Statks  op  Amkbica, 

Soulham  Dittriet  of  Illinmt  n: 

1,  Oeoixe  P.  Bowen,  clerk  of  the  diatrict  court  of  the  United  State*  for  aaid  aontheia 
district  of  lUiiiiiis,  do  hereby  certify  tnat  the  foretrotntc  ia  a  full,  trae,  and  coupleta 
transcript  of  the  record  and  proceedings  bad  in  aaid  court  in  a  certain  cauae  laielj 
peuding  in  aaid  court,  in  prize,  wherein  the  Uiiiiod  States  are  libellanta,  and  aii  hun- 
dred and  fifty  balea  of  eottou,  one  hundred  coile  uf  rope,  aiitnen  balea,  eight  roIU, 
and  one  hundred  and  sixty  pieeea  of  bagging,  and  twenty-nine  piecea  of  leather) 
•even  hundred  and  eigbty-eigbt  hales  and  tifty-two  saeliii  cotton;  fonr  bnndtvd 
nine  bates  and  one  hundr^  and  thirty-nine  sacks  of  cotton,  and  one  thousand  baks 
of  cotton,  is  defendant,  so  far  as  the  same  relates  to  eight  hundred  and  thirty  bain 
of  aaid  cotton  claimed  by  G.  A.  I^  More  &.  Co.,  aa  the  same  are  now  on  file  and  of 
reoord  in  my  office. 

In  testimony  whereof  1  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  Uieseal  of  said  eoatt, 
tt  t  SpringHeld,  in  said  district,  this  twenty-second  day  of  March,  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-six,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  Doitail 
States  the  ninetieth. 

[SEAL.]  OEOBOE  P.  BOWEN,  CbrL 
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I,  J*in««H.  Mc Ken Q*]',  clerk  oftbeaDpreine  Court  of  tbe  United  Statei,  doberebj 
eertifj  that  the  foregoing  printed  pagea,  numbered  A«m  one  to  one  hundred  and 
twenty-nine,  incIuiWe,  contain  a  trne  copy  of  the  tr  inscript  of  the  record  in  tbe  case 
of  G.  A.  Le  More  it.  Co.,  claimauttt,  appelEanis,  v.  the  United  States,  No.  107,  Decen- 
bsT  t«nn,  1867,  aa  the  eaoie  remains  npun  the  files  of  aald  Supreme  Court. 

In  testimon;  n-bereof  I  hereunto  subscribe  mv  name  and  afBi:  the  seal  of  said  Su- 
preme Conrc  at  the  city  of  Waehingtou,  this  30th  day  of  Mareh,  A.  D.  18S1. 

CeEAU]  JAMES  H.  McKEN'NEY, 

Clerk  Supreme  Court  Dnited  Stattt. 

Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  No.  107.    December  term.  1867. 

G.  A.  Lx  HomE  St  Co.,  claiuamts,  APPBiXAMTe,  ) 

Tbe  United  Statbs.  '  ) 

Appeal  from  the  dlstriciconrtof  tbe  United  States  for  the  southern  diatriot  of  lIlfnolB. 

This  ia  a  petition  that  the  coart  will  cause  to  be  brought  before  it  the  record  and 
proceedings  in  a  cause  vhicb  was  argued  and  dis|>osed  of  by  decree  at  the  last  term, 
in  order  to  correct  an  error  in  the  printed  transcript  of  the  record. 

f  o  make  the  allowance  of  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner)!  available  to  them,  tbrongb 
the  correction  of  tbe  alleged  error,  it  would  he  necessary  to  recall  the  mandate  sent 
to  the  inferior  court  to  set  aaiile  the  decree  rendered  at  the  last  term,  lo  rehear  tbe 
oauae,  and  make  a  now  decree.  This  cannot  be  done  without  reversing  the  settled  and 
naiform  practice  of  the  court,  and  the  petition  mnst,  of  course,  be  denied. 

Mareh  Vi,  1869. 

Tine  copy. 

[SEAL.]  JAHES.  H.  HcKENNEY, 

Clerk  Supreme  Court  Vnittd  State*. 

United  States  of  America,  Department  of  Slate.     No,  11:41. 

To  ftll  to  whom  these  preaents  shall  come,  greeting : 

I  certify  that  the  papers  hereto  annexed  [arel  true  copies  fW)iii  tbe  records  and  flies 
of  this  Department. 

In  testimony  whereof  I,  James  Q.  Blaine,  Secretary  of  Sinti;  of  the  United  States, 
have  berauuto  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  Department  of  State 
to  be  sOlxed. 

Doneat  the  city  ftf  Washington,  this  4th  day  of  April,  1881,  and  of  the  Independ- 
ence of  tbe  United  States  of  America  the  105th. 

{SEAL.]  JAHES  ».  BLAINE. 

Uepartmbkt  up  State,  WatkiMgloti,  May  16,  1868. 
M,  Bkrtkeht  : 

Sir:  Referring  t4i  your  communication  of  tbe  'i>\  Instant,,  in  relation  to  tbe  claim  of 
Heaus.  Le  More  Si  Co.,  of  Havre,  1  have  the  honor  to  slate  that  tbe  matter  has  re- 
celTed  due  consideration,  tbe  reeutt  of  which  is  exfireiwed  in  an  opinion  by  the  exam- 
iner of  claims  in  thiHDepartm'nt,a  copy  of  which  is  inclosed  fnryonr  information. 
Accept,  sir,  a  renewed  assurance  of  my  very  high  considerntiou. 

WILLIAM  H.  SEWARD. 

Claim  of  G.  A.  Le  Here  &  Co.,  presented  by  the  French  minister. 

Bureau  of  Claims,  MayVA,  1SG8. 

G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  are  a  commereial  firm  established  at  Havre,  France. 

Jules  Le  More,  a  brother,  wbb  one  of  a  firm  established  at  New  Orleans  before  the 
rebellion,  bnt  dissolved  in  December,  IS62, 

Tbe  anthority  of  this  Qovemmeut  was  re-eataUlisbed  at  New  Orleans  ud  tbe  6tb  of 
Hay,  1863. 

On  tbe  20th  of  May,  1863*  Jules  Le  Hore  wrote  from  HaCamoras,  in  Mexico,  to  the 
claimants  at  Havre,  prapoeine  to  buy  cotton  for  them  in  Ti-iaa,  or  western  Lonisiana, 
then  under  rebel  ciintrol,  ana  received  soon  after  a  reply  authorizing  him  to  do  so. 

In  March,  1864,  Jules  Le  More  purehased  for  the  complaiuautafrom  one  Leon  Qney- 
roDEe  H30  bales  of  cotton,  tbeu  on  the  Washita  river,  in  Louisiana.  This  cotton  had 
been  ttimed  over  to  Queyrouae  by  the  cotton  bureau  of  the  rabela,  as  an  indemnity 
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fnrllBbnIeaof  cotton  belnQjciogto  him  trhlcb  it  hvl  kpprnpri»(Ml  «t  BrowDirfll*. 
It  ia  HHiil  to  liave  been  fcliowu  in  lielmlf  of  tlia  clHimaiir*  tliut  Jiilea  Le  Hoiv,  beiD^ 
onu'illiiiK  to  biij  cotton  Ibal  liad  b«vD  ownrd  L>.v  the  rrliri  govpniiiieut.  tb«  cottoa  in 
qiieailou  ia  rrprtwtiteil  l>y  Qd*-; niiii>-  •«  biivintc  lieen  tHirtliHuril  Irnm  pUntrr*. 

In  April,  18t>4,  tlm  cotton  waiiB<itt-d  li.v  our  Navy  tipun  tlie  RM  Biver  piptdithm. 
It  was  inknn  to  Cairo  and  lilwlwi  nii  prize  of  war.  It  nna  wild  by  an  intvriocntofy 
decree  of  tbe  district  court  of  the  United  Stutea,  and  proceeds  ara  lietd  aubjoct  to  it* 

'J  lie  ori{;iDRl  cnae  vas  pending  in  the  diatrlct  conrt  In  December  laat,  and  proliably 
■till  ia.  1  iiiiilcrHiaud  the  main  qiieBtiona  thtire  Involved  rplate  to  tbe  riRbta  of  tbe 
captor*,  and  wl  clhi'T  condemn  a  I  ion  In  to  hi>  Diado  on  (he  naked  icronnd  that  lbs  cot- 
ton naa  f neiuy  pmpcrty,  or  that  it  bad  been  acquired  in  viulatiuu  of  the  uon-inter- 
eonrae  acta. 

TliH  lilttiinnnta,  with  othera,  intervened  in  that  an  it.  and  their  claim  waa  diarainwd 
on  tlie  itronnd  Ibut  "(Jnryi'oiiEC,  tbrcii<}(b  irhom  they  claim,  iraa  clearly  within  (he 

B'obibilion  [of  tbe  actn  forbldilint:  interL-oilmo  with  inhabitants  of  t  lie  retifl  S'atMl. 
f  bud  no  lu|ial  capacity  to  deal  with  tbe  Conrt^dernte  ajient,  He  acqnireil  no  title 
io  tbu  cctlvn,  uiid  conarqiirully  had  none  to  truuaferto  Le  Mure.  Tbe  fact  that  they 
vcn*  ciltKeiiB  of  t'rauce  doea  imt  alter  t  e  uuae. 

"  If  tbey  hnd  puii;haHe<l  din'clly  from  the  Confedrrate  agent  perhapti  tbey  wnald 
have  acquired  title.  Bnt  it  Id  nwlesa  to  enter  npoD  tbe  diaenKaion  of  that  qiieation  ; 
■I4a  enoiiKh  fur  all  tiie  piirixises  of  IhiB  case  to  aay  that  tbey  received  no  title  to  the 

Tho  French  milliliter  lays  Hirees  upon  tlie  words  I  have  nnderliaed  and  nptm  the 
oiri-iiTDHtnnceH  tl)iit  in  recllin;;  the  tuets  tbt<  court  apeaka  of  tbe  purchase  from  tbe 
Coiifedeniln  ajiiiit  an  lieinK  made  early  InUuri-h.  Ir-U-I,  by  "Queyiuuze,  a  naturalized 
citiien  of  tbe  Unile.l  &tuleii,roM'lti>ff  in  AW  Orlran." 

All  appi'al  biiviitK  been  l^kr.u  fyom  tbe  decree  of  the  dUtrict  court,  it  waa  afflrmed 
by  the  !«n|>ieiiie  Conrt  of  I  lie  Unitrd  Slulea  nt  the  lust  HeiMioii.  Tim  latter  court  te- 
pealeil  tbontaleinent  that  Qneyroiizn  wiu  ft  resident  of  New  Orleans,  and  the  dectM 
proeceilH  npon  the  iinmnd  that  Iwinj;  an  iiiliabitHnt  of  It-rritory  a»(  in  inautrrclioB, 
eoiiimrreiui  intercoiime  belweitti  him  and  ililiabiinnts  of  territory  in  Inaurrection  waa 
pnibibiieil.  Mr.  Biirdieiny, In  his  nrfle  of  tbu  3il  iualniit,  calls  attenllou  to  tbe  fact, 
vbieh  liH  aiip|>»rtH,as  I  think, by  aiifllcieiit  evidence,  that  tbeconrta  of  original  and 
•ppelliite  Jiirinilicliim  bnvefullen  into  an  error  ol' fact  in  siippoiiiiiK  Qneyronse  to  have 
been  A  resident  of  New  Orleans  when  he  lK>ii);bt  the  cotton.  He  bwl  bei'U  in  tbeivbel 
■rrvice ;  waa  uonnded.  and  n'as  permitted  to  leave  New  Orleans  for  Havana  shortly 
after  cnir  cuptum  of  New  Orleann,  and  lou);  liefore  the  imnrliase.  Tbe  reanoninic  of 
the  court  fnils  in  hia  chm>  n  hen  lliefiictiHO<irrected.  This  testimony  for  ibis  pnrpoee, 
be  va.vs.  tho  cbii  mauls  cnnid  not  brinn  Iwfurotiie  rnnrta  "  on  acconutuf  ciroiiniHlsiicM 
beyond  tlieir  will."  Mr.  Biirlbeiiij  thinks  their  only  reeonrse  is  to  apply  to  the  Uor- 
erunn  nt  [i  xcentive,  1  siipposi;  liini  to  mean]  to  correct  the  erroneous  decision. 

In  unlihtance  lliis  is  like  ahkin;;  a  new  trial  on  tbe  ground  of  uewly-diacoverrd  tea. 
timoiiy.  A  proper  in(|niry  upon  such  »u  nppliuatinn  is  wlietber,  by  nmsoasble 
dilii^iice,  the  par>y  would  hnvn  discovered  tbe  testiniony  in  season  to  have  had  lbs 
bcniHl  of  it  iii'Oii  the  orii^inal  trial.  I  cannot  think  the  facts  of  this  cane  wen  en- 
kniiwn  to  tlie  eliiiinniits.  Hut  Hssnmn  that  the  claimants  can  make  a  new  case  a*  to 
tbe  renideni'O  of  QiieyrouzF,and  satisfactorily  excuse  them-«lve-<  for  not  prescntine  it 
oriftinnlty.  I  n^c  no  iTusnu  why  tbey  shnnld  not  go  to  the  disirut  conrt,  which  I 
asMinie  still  bait  contnd  of  the  fund,  and  there  have  a  frenli  ndjadicntion  n|>nn  what 
will  be  in  etfeut  a  new  cliiiin.  If  their  iniiungHinent  of  .the  caso  bus  liefu  such  Ibat 
the  Judii-iHl  iTibiinuls  will  not  relieve  Ibem,  unless  it  be  shown  that  there  is  some- 
tbiii|;<n  tbu  rest rirt ions  of  tnw  jitfeclin);  those  trlbniials  which  Incapacitates  tlirm 
froni  doin^  JiiKlice  in  n  case  plainly  deinmidinj;  it,  the  Eiecuiive  Government  onpht 
not  to  inlerfi  re.     Such  Judiuial  incapacity,  if  it  eziata,  ooght  to  be  declared  bj  tlia 

There  is  nnolber  question  which  tbe  court  would  probably  consider,  viz:  Conerdlni 
that  Iheclaimnnts  lire  not  liarred  by  the  net  f<irbiddin)[  interu»nr<e  «  it h  the  males 
in  insurrection,  was  not  the  cotton  liable  to  capture  and  conKocaiion  on  olbrr 
Kmundsl  In  the  case  of  Mm.  Alexander's  cotton  (^  Wallsce,  4<>4).  tbe  Suprrma 
Court  decided  Ihiit  her  cotton,  seiz-  d  at  nliiuit  the  same  time  anil  by  the  same  forces  that 
•rizid  I  be  elninianl's.  thnuuli  not  a  warifimr  ca|>tnre,  was  lawfully  capt  ureal  an  eneny 
iir»|ierly,  llioiiffh  Khe  mi)>ht  have  bad  no  ]ieixninl  sympathy  with  the  rebel  raR><a- 
Thia ilerlnlcn  proceeiled  on  the  fcronnd  that  pnbllu  polic.r  and  leKiHtalinn  jnstilirda 
dtHcrimlUHtion  NjeHinst  cotton,  in  conwquenceof  itjt  peculiar  value  In  amirihutiiixla 
tho  relielllon  while  other  private  proiHTiv  upon  liind  would,  upon  ic''>ieral  uriuciidra, 
be  exempt  from  capture.  It  may  lie  that  the  e.laiiuants,  as  neniral  nii>id>nt«  nf  a 
fiirelmi  Hlafe.  mny  estaldiKb  an  exempliim  hi  tbelr  fsvor.  to  which  a  loyal  inhaldtsiit 
of  tbe(rrlH'l)  erriturj'  was  not  en  tilled,  giich  lo.val  iMrsnn,  or  any  elaiiiiaiit,  nii|-bt 
at  any  Hue  within  two  yean  alter  tbe  euppressioti  of  tbe  lebelliou  briug  aoit  In  tb* 
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Court  of  Clkims  for  the  prooeeds  of  the  captured  property  and  have  a  decree  in  bia 
fkvor  npon  sbowinK  that  he  boa  given  aid  or  comfort  to  tfae  rebellion.  Whether  this 
waa  not  the  remed;,  and  the  exclusive  reaiedy  for  the  claimants,  if  they  had  any, 
which,  by  Upee  of  time  and  theic  own  neglect  or  bad  advice  may  have  been  loat  to 
then),  BTeJnaioislqneations. 

Upon  conrereDoe  with  tbe  counsel  of  tbe  Treaaniy  Department  I  learn  the  orinnal 
•nit  is  to  bebronght  to  a  hearing  before  the  distriot  court  ia  Illlnoiit  at  the  next  Jnne 
tenn.  It  is  expected  that  tbe  proceeds  of  the  cotton  will  be  ordered  to  be  paid  over 
to  the  Treaanry,  with  perhaps  a  dednctioa  for  military  salvage  to  the  captors.  The 
claimants  will  then  have  an  opportunity  to  make  application  to  that  court.  They 
may  fi^l,  beoase  the  determination  of  the  Hupreme  Court  on  the  appeal  may  be 
deemed  as  oonolnding  the  oonrt  of  original  jurisdiotion  baai  fiirtber  action.  If  tbe 
money  is  ordered  to  De  paid  into  the  Treasury,  then  the  claimants  mav  bring  their 
action  in  the  Court  of  Claims  "within  two  years  after  the  snppreseion  of  the  rebellion." 
That  dkte  may  be  talcen  to  be  Angiiat  SO,  1866,  when  the  President  proclaimed  the 
insoirttotiou  at  an  end,  By  the  aecond  section  of  the  act  of  March  2,  186T  (14  Stat. 
422),  Ctrngieea  appear  to  have  Tecoj^tEed  this  as  tbe  trne  date  by  oootinuing  the 
operation  of  a  previons  oot  for  three  years  "after  the  close  of  the  rebellion,  as  an- 
nonnoed  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  proclamation  bearing  date  the  SOth 
day  of  August,  lB6ti." 

It  is  of  conrae  for  the  claimants  to  determine  in  what  manner  they  will  seek  relief. 

All  that  is  here  important  is  that  they  have  not  shown  themselves  to  have  ezhai    '    ' 
their  legal  remedies,  and  therefore  do  not  raise  a  case  for  diplomatic  diaousaion. 
E.  TE8HINE  SMITH, 

Bxamitter,  fe. 

No.  329.— Received  April  25,  lS81.—Le  More  A:  Co., No.  1. 

United  Statkb  of  Ahbrica,  Dkparthtot  of  Stat*. 
To  an  to  whom  these  preaents  shall  come,  greeting : 

I  certify  that  the  papers  hereto  aimexed  are  troe  copies  from  the  Blea  of  this  De- 
partment. 

In  teatimony  whereof  I,  James  Q.  Btoine,  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States, 
have  hereunto  anbaoribed  my  name  and  cooaed  the  seal  of  the  Department  of  State 


[E.  B.]  JAMES  G.  BLAINE. 

[TnuUtton.) 

Legation  or  Fbanck  to  thx  UmrvD  States, 

Wathington,  Mag  3, 1S68. 

Km.  BBCRBTAfiTi  Mr.de  Geofroy,  when  charge  d'affaires  of  Francfi  in  Washington, 
freqnently,  and  particularly  on  tbe  13tb  of  Jnne,  1864,  hod  the  honor  to  call  your  at- 
tontion  to  a  claim  iuatitated  b;  Le  More  &.  Co.,  French  aubjeots,  for  cotton  aeiied  iu 
the  month  of  April  of  that  year  by  Captain  Foater,  of  the  United  States  Navy,  on 
the  bknks  of  tbe  Waahita  River,  in  Loniaiana.  Iu  your  reply,  ou  the  Iftth  of  August 
following,  your  excelleucy  informed  Mr.  de  Geofroy  that  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment conld  accept  no  responsibility  for  that  act  of  war  till  those  interested  had  ob- 
tained a  Judgment  of  some  court  of  record  in  favor  of  their  cl^m  for  the  confiscated 
goods.  In  aooordance  with  that  suggestion,  tbe  party  ooncemed  brought  suit  in  the 
distriot  ooart  of  Illinois,  sitting  as  a  prize  conrt,  and  in  tbe  United  States  Supreme 
Conn. 

Their  claim  having  been  rejected  in  both  cases,  their  only  resource  now  is  to  appeal 
to  tbe  Oovemment,  the  last  reaort  for  foreigners  against  the  decisions  of  a  court  act- 
ing in  matters  of  international  law.  They  do  not  nesitate  to  uae  this  right,  because 
tbey  think  they  can  prove,  in  a  satisfactory  manner,  by  docnneute  procured  since  the 
firat  judgment,  the  in  accuracy  of  the  material  facts  upon  which  that  Judgment  was 
fonnded,  and  which  is  against  them. 

These  documents,  of  which  authentic  copies  are  inclosed,  establish  in  foot  that  Mr. 
Qutynntte,  from  whom  Le  More  ic  Co.  purchased  the  cotton  in  ijaeation,  was  at  tbat 
time,  when  tbe  sale  took  place,  in  the  service  of  the  Confederacy,  and  not,  as  stated  in 
the  Judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court,  "  a  naturalized  citizen  of  the  United  States  re- 
BidiDg  in  New  Orleans. 

Mr.  (Jneyrouze  was,  therefore,  in  the  same  legal poaition  towards  the  purchasers,  who 
were  foreignen,  as  any  other  rebel  citizen  would  have  been;  Bnd.oonseqnently,  tbe 
transaction  between  them  and  him  gave  them  atitlethatcaunotbeannullMbyaeotion 
S  of  the  act  of  the  131h  of  July,  1861,  prohibiting  all  trade  between  the  Untoa  and 
the  Stetes  declared  to  be  in  insurrection.  _^ 

H.  Ex.  236 27  ,  _  1 1 ;,  GoO'^lc 
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This  principle  was  indirectly  recof(niEe<t  in  the  decUton  of  tbe  district  conrt,  *bw« 
it  BByH;  "If  Ibey  (Le  More  &  Co.)  bad  piirchused  directly  lyom  UieCaDfHdu«U>|*iit, 
they  miebt,  perbftps,  bave  ocqiiired  a  title." 

Now,  it  is  preciitely  beoaiise  they  were  in  the  aitnatioii  Hpeci&ed  by  tbe  Jndgn  Iktt 
the  clsiniantB  hope  the  F^eral  Government,  in  a  spirit  of  equity,  will  eanw  >  »•* 
exaniiostion  uf  liie  teiitiiuoiiy  they  could  not  bring  before  tbe  oonrta,  on  Mcoont  of 
circumntanceB  beyoud  their  will,  aud  which  they  believe  will  cbauge  the  legal  Mpect 
of  thftr  olaini. 

These  reaBone,  Hr.  Secretary,  seem  serionn  enoDBh  to  authorize  me  to  Mk  yon  te 
bave  the  kO'>i1i>'*bh  to  recommend  this  affair  to  the  bene voluit  attention  of  the  Secre- 
t*ry  of  the  Treasury. 

.  As  the  jndgmeut  ordering  tlie  deposit  of  the  proceeds  of  the  seizure  in  the  pnblie 
treasury  may  be  eooii  given,  I  deeiu  it  my  duty  to  say  that  it  is  of  great  imnortuiee 
to  Le  More  Jk  Co.  to.  have  this  point  examined  before  tbe  case  is  fioaJiy  deoideil,  and 
tbey  Tespectfully  request  a  revieion  of  the  sentence. 

I  will  be  very  miiub  oliliged  to  your  excellency  if  yon  will  have  this  natter  at- 
teuded  to  as  soon  as  poesi  Ule. 

Accept,  Mr.  Secretary,  tbe  aaaurances  of  my  high  consideration. 

BERTHEHT. 

Hon.  William  H.  Seward,  Slc. 

Doenment  A. — Ne  varietur.     New  Orleans,  March,  1866.    A.  E.  Bienvenne,  N.  F. 

Received  of  Leon  Queyronze  the  sum  of  ughty  dollars,  for  paesaxe  to  Havana  io 
the  steamer  Ooeau  Bird. 
Pajaro  del  Ocbano,  Nkw  Orleans, 

10  ifovenibtr  leez. 


Les  Bouaaign^  docLenrs  en  m6decine  certifient  que  le  14  dn  hioIb  d'avril  dernier,  I* 
Major  L.  Queyronse  est  arrive  dans  cette  ville  portenr  d'nne  bleasnre  &  la  ciiisse  droil«, 
fail*  par  le  projectile  d'uue  arme  k  fen. 

La  Dalle  avait  traverse  les  parties  molles  k  un  demi  pouce  an-dea«ua  de  la  rotnlB 
dan6  ane  direction  oblique  de  haut  en  has  et  de  dehors  en  dedans.  La  bleaaore  par 
ellc-mfenie  n'offrait  ancune  apparence  de  ^avit4,  mais  la  conditinn  g^n^rale  do  ma- 
lade  ritait  faitepour  inB[iireT  de  s^rieuBes  inqui(iUides.  II  ^tait  dans  I'^tat  typbiqa* 
tr^  remarquabie  uii  ^taient  plongris  la  pibpart  des  bleee^  on  dee  maladee  que  nnu 
avous  en  occasion  de  Hoigiier  k  la  Nouvelle-Orl^ans,  aprte  la  bataille  de  Shiloh.  Les 
fatigues  eicessivea  qni  ont  accDmpagn6  la  retraite  dans  cette  action  memorable,  r«i- 
positiOD  pendant  labours  ft  nnepiuiebaCtante  sans  aucnn  abri,  la  privation  denonrri- 
tnre.  Icb  secousses  de  v6hicnlea   mal  snspendus,  les  Amotions  morales  si  vives  et  ■ 

Erofondee  par  leBonelles  ont  pass^  des  bontmes  c[ui  Jnsqn'alora  n'avaieat  en  ancnne 
abitudedela  viedesc«mpa,d£velnpp^schez  lui  en  excitation  c^rjbraletrteintenie, 
snivie  de  prosttationB  alternatives  tr^  prononc^ea,  aiiiai  qn'uDO  prtidisposition  i 
toutes  les  mflammutions  de  viscera  ou  des  membres  blesBi^s. 

C'eBt  ce  qni  arriva  an  M^or  L.  Qneyrouae  ;  trois  Jours  apr^  son  arriv<«,  il  fiilpri* 
d'nu  ^rysipMe  phlegmoneux  qni  parlant  de  sa  bleaenre  s'^tendit  de  lil  rapidemeot 
Jnsqn'it  reitrfimiW  infftripnre  de  ta  Jambe  et  est  remont^  k  nne  assei  grande  distaac* 
dn  genoo,  k  la  partie  extrf  me  et  inf^rjeure  de  la  cniase. 

Cvt  accident,  d'une  extrAme  gravity,  amis  les  Jours  de  M.  le  Major  L.  Qneyrmus 
danB  le  plus  grand  danger,  et  n^cessitd  de  larges  et  piofondes  incisions  dans  tonte 
I'^tenda  dn  membre;  une  abonttanto  snppnration  a'en  est  snivie.  La  ciDatrisatioa. 
comme  il  anive  dans  ce«  caa,  a  6t6  lente,  et  ee  n'eet  que  depnis  pen  de  jours  que  U 
demibre  de  ces  places  s'est  ferm^e. 

Ndanmoins,  le  menibre  est  encore  faible,  rigide,  le  tissu  oellnlaire  est  le  sit^  d'an 
(Bdfeme  dnr,  et  de  loogtemps,  le  Hqjor,  qnoiqne  hora  de  tont  danger,  ne  sera  en  #tat  dt 
repTendre  nn  service  activf. 
NouveUe-OrWans,  7  juin  1862. 

E.  BOITLIN,  H.  D. 
MANIUR,  Db. 
P.  A.  LAMBERT. 

Doenment  C. — Addreaaed  to  Qeneral  Beauregard. 

FHTSiciAtrs'  cKKTincATX  of  bkaltb. 

We,  fbe  nndereigned  medical  doctora,  certify  that  on  the  I4tb  of  A^l  last  Uiiiar 
L.  Qneyrouae  came  to  this  city  with  a  woaod  in  hla  right  thigh,  oftuaed  by  »  prqjao- 
tUe  fi«m  a  iBre-arin. 


,Goo'^[o 
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Thn  ball  had  peuetrated  the  flceby  pwta  lialT  au  inch  above  the  patella  (kuee), 
obliquely  from  mthuat  aud  downward. 

Tbe  wouuil  in  itself  was  not  Buriona,  but  tlie  patienfa  geiiiiral  dispoititioii  causes 
Bome  fear.  He  was  in  that  remarkable  typhoid  state  we  had  obserTml  iu  all  tbe  pa- 
liente  we  bad  t«  attend  in  New  Orleans  after  the  battle  of  Shilob.  Excrsnive  fatigue 
eodarad  by  tliosn  engaged  iu  that  luemorable  battle,  rhe  exposnre  to  pelting  raiuu  fur 
forty-eight  bouni  during  the  retreat,  the  piivalion  of  food,  the  jolts  in  hard  wagons, 
•gony  of  mind  to  tbose  unused  to  camp  Ijfe — all  tbese  combineil  cauees  created  a  cere- 
bml  eicilement,  followed  by  proatratioii  and  a  tendaucy  to  inflauimatiou  of  the  vis- 
cer»  ami  woanded  limbs. 

Sucb  was  H^OT  Li.  Queyrouse's  situation  ou  bis  arrival  in  tbis  city.  Tbree  days 
after  a  pblegiuonous  erysipelas  surronnded  tbe  wonud  and  extended  above  and  below 
tbe  kuee. 

TbiB  serioos  accident  endangered  the  life  of  Mqjor  L.  Queyrunze.  Tbe  limb  waa 
pnnctared,  aud  abunitant  pus  flowed  out.  Healing  took  place  vury  slowly,  as  it  al- 
waya  does  in  sucb  cases,  and  it  is  but  a  few  days  since  tbe  Jast  of  the  sari-s  healed. 

The  lioib  is  still  weak  and  stiff.  Then  Is  a  bard  edema  iu  tbe  cellular  tissue  of  the 
leg,  aod  though  the  m^or  is  now  in  no  danger  it  will  be  some  time  before  he  can  re- 
gome  active  service. 

New  Orleans,  7  June,  IHSZ. 

E.  BOULIM,  H.U. 

MEKCIER,  Ds. 

P.  A.  LAMBEHT,  W,  P. 


STATE  OF  LOUISIANA. 

By  Tliomas  Overton  Moore,  governor  of  the  Slate  of  LontBiaua  soil  commander-iD- 
cbief  of  the  militia  thereof; '»  ^^^  name  and  by  the  authority  of  the  State  of  Louis- 
Know  ye,  that  Leon  Qneyroaze,  hftviug  been  duly  and  legally  elpcted  on  the  IStb 
February,  iSHS,  m^or  of  the  Regiment  Orleans  Guards,  First  Brigade,  volunteer  troopa 
of  the  militia  of  Louisiana,  to  serve  for  the  term  of  three  years  from  date,  I  do  hereby 
appoint  and  commission  bim  major  as  aforesaid,  to  rank  as  such  from  the  I9tb  day  <a 
I'ebmary,  1863. 

He  is,  therefore,  carefully  and  diligently  to  discharge  the  duties  of  his  ofQce  by  do- 
ing and  performing  all  manner  of  things  thereto  belonging. 

And  1  do  strictly  charge  and  require  all  ofBcerB,  non-iiommissioned' offlcers,  and 
privates  under  bis  command,  to  be  obpdient  lo  bis  orders  as  major;  and  he  is  to  ob- 
serve and  follow  such  orders  and  direct  ion*,  from  time  to  time,  as  be  shall  receive  tVom 
me  or  the  future  governor  of  tbe  State  of  LonisiaTiB,  or  other  sn  parlor  officers,  accord- 
ins  to  tbe  rules  and  articles  of  war  and  in  eonfotmiiy  to  law.  , 

Id  testimony  whereof  1  have  caused  these  letters  tu  be  made  patent  and  the  seal  of 
the  State  to  be  hereunto  annexed. 

Given  under  my  band  at  tbe  city  of  Baton  Rouge,  on  the  30tb  day  of  February,  In 
the  year  of  our  Lord  1863. 
tsSAu]  THO.  O.  UOORE. 


By  tbe  gav«mor: 


I,  Hannel  Grivot,  adjutant  and  iuspectorgeneral  of  the  8tat«  of  Louisiana,  do 
hereby  certify  that  Major  Leon  Queyrunze,  uamed  in  the  within  commission,  did,  on 
the  20th  day  of  February,  in  the  year  18t)2,  deposit  iu  my  office  his  written  accept- 
ance of  the  office  to  which  he  is  commissioned,  and  bis  oath  of  office  taken  according 
to  law. 

M.  GRIVOT, 
Ai^uUint  and  Impector-Gtmerat. 
STATC  of  LOUIBIAMA, 

CUg  o/  fftv  Orleaiu  : 
Be  it  known  that  on  this  day,  before  me,  Alexander  Emile  Bienvenn,  a  notary  publio 
in  and  for  this  city  end  parish  of  Orleans,  Slate  of  Louisiana,  duly  oonimissioueil  and 
awom,  peraonally  came  and  appeared  Messrs.  Hagin  Ping,  Alphonae  Tertnni,  Leon 
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Qiie;roiii«,  Mid  Abner  Benvlat  Chupantier,  all  residing  in  Ibat  oitj,  who,  htiag  Bwora 
-on  the  Holy  Evaagelist,  declared  aa  follows,  vis  : 

Mr.  Hogin  Piu^  says  tliat  on  the  10th  of  KoTeaber,  1863,  Hr.  Leoa  Qneyroiue  paid 
to  the  house  of  Pins  Brothers,  of  whiah  afflant  U  a  member,  the  sDmoffaO  for  his  pas- 
sage on  bnard  of  the  Spaniah  steamer  Pajaro  del  Oceano  &t>iii  that  cit;-  to  Havana. 


He  flirther  says  that  on  the  day  and  at  the  moment  said  vessel  left  her  mooriofs  in 
this  city,  he  san-  Mr.  Leon  Queyronee  on  board  of  said  vessel  going  down  Bb«aoi. 
Said  vaiwel  left  this  port  on  the  11th  day  of  November,  1B62. 

That  the  receipt  hereto  annexed  and  marked  A  is  the  genuine  receipt  signed  by  K. 
Ontenbacli  for  his ,  and  given  to  L.  Queyroiue  forliis  passwe  as  above  stuad. 

Hr.  Alphonse  Tertron  declared  that  on  the  11th  of  November,  1M3,  affiant  left  this 
port  for  Havana,  in  company  with  Mr.  Leon  Qneyronse,  on  boaid  of  the  Spanish 
ateamer  P^aro  del  Oovano ;  that  whilst  in  port,  and  »  short  time  before  the  venel  left 
heT  moorings,  he  saw  in  the  hands  of  Leon  Queyronse  and  read  the  order  of  Genenl 
Bntlei  expotliug  the  said  L.  Queyronse  from  this  city  and  the  United  Stales,  which 
order  was  si gned  by  M^jorStrongof  General  Butler's  staff.  That  on  the  Saturday  {ns- 
vious  to  the  departure  of  the  vessel,  afflant  left  the  prison  where  he  had  been  eonfined 
In  company  with  the  said  L.  Qneyronse ;  and  whilst  in  prison  both  affiant  and  M^J. 
L,  Queyronse  received  copies  of  the  order  above  incited  of  General  Butler  eiiUug 
them  from  this  city  and  the  United  Stales,  which  order  oonceming  H^J.  L.  QneynHug 
afflant  saw  and  read  in  presant. 

That  a  few  days  atiei  their  departure  from  this  city,  afflant  and  M^.  L.  Qaeyrosn 
arrived  at  Havana,  where  they  remained  until  the  latter  partof  Harcb,  Id63,  atabont 
which  time  affiant  and  Maj.  Qneyronse  left  Havana  and  went  lo  Hat«nona,  Be- 
publio  of  Mexico,  where  both  resided  until  the  Hurreoder  of  the  Confederates  to  tbs 
UDit«d  Stales  forces.  That  during  the  time  they  resided  in  Matamoras  HaJ.  L.  Qdsj- 
ronae  absented  himself  once  on  business  and  went  to  Monterey,  Mex.  ;  from  thenos 
to  Texas,  and  in  the  parishes  of  Caldwell  and  Washington,  in  this  State.  Afflant  pos- 
itively swears  that  from  the  time  MaJ.  L.  Qneyronse  left  the  port  of  New  Orleans  villi 
afflant  to  the  time  of  the  surrender  ol  the  Confederate  forces  M^.  L.  Qoeyrouse  never 
was  for  a  moment  within  the  Federal  lines,  and  that  when  M^J.  L.  Queyronse  irat 
within  that  portion  of  Louisiana,  os  above  stated,  that  portion  of  Ibe  State  wssthes 
under  the  Confederates  rules ;  that  afflant  and  Maj.  L.  Qneyronse  were  both  in  the 
service  of  the  Confederates  at  the  battle  of  Shiloh,  Ht^.  L.  Qney ronae  acting  then  ss 
mqjor  of  the  New  Orleans  Onards  battalion,  of  which  afflant  was  himself  a  membtr, 
which  battalion  bulungs  to  Preston  Pond's  brigade  in  Bnggtes's division. 

That  dnring  said  battle  of  Shiloh  MaJ.  L.  QueTronse  received  a  aeriooa  wound  on 
the  right  kner,  which  placed  him  out  of  service. 

MivJ.  Leon  Queyroust  says  that  in  the  second  part  of  the  year  18S1  afflant  was  m^Jcr 
of  the  regiment  of  Orleans  Gnards,  Louisiana  militia;  that  General  Beaur^ard,  oob- 
manding  the  Confederate  forces  then  at  Corinth,  mW,  made  a  call  for  volnnlaat 
trom  the  State  of  Louisiana;  that  a  portion  of  the  members  of  the  Orleans  Onaidi 
regiment  responded  to  the  call,  and  formed  a  battalion  called  the  Orleans  Gnatdi 
battalion,  of  which  afflant  was  appointed  m^or  on  the  IMh  of  Febniatj,  18GS,  by 
ThomaH  0.  Moore,  then  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  as  it  appears  by  tb* 
commission  delivered  lo  him,  hereto  annexed  and  marked  B. 

That  on  the  ]8th  of  March  following  afflant  left  that  city  with  his  battalion  f«r 
Corinth  to  Join  General  Beanresard.  .That  after  their  arrival  and  inooiporation  ia 
the  army  of  General  Beauregard  they  marched  to  the  field  of  Shitoh,  where  they  gars 


battle  to  the  forces  of  the  United  States  on  the  Gth  of  April,  1962.  Thatduring  tbs 
and  whilst  engaged  in  the  fight,  afflant  received  a  mneket  ball  in  the  knee, 
intirely  disableil  nim,  from  whence  he  was  taken  to  the  camp  near  Corinth. 


Three  or  tour  days  after  being  in  camp  he  loft  for  that  cit.v,  where  he  arrived  in  th« 
night  of  the  14th  or  15th  of  April,  I86a. 

That  afflant  remained  sick  in  this  city  until  the  latter  part  of  July,  when,  with  per- 
mission of  the  military  antboritiea  commanding  here,  he  went  for  a  short  time  l« 
BearePs  Creek,  parish  of  Saint  Laudry,  Louisiana,  from  whence  he  retnrned  in  Um 
latter  part  of  September;  that  he  hereto  annexes  a  oertifloate  of  doctors  of  tbedal* 
of  the  7th  of  June,  1862,  and  marked  C,  showing  the  condition  in  which  aSSant  wm 
then;  that  one  or  two  days  after  his  return  here  afflant  went  to  General Bntler to bA 
him  to  be  exchanged  for  Federal  officers,  when  the  general  answered,  "Take  him  lo 

Srison  !"  from  whence  he  was  taken  to  prison  in  this  cily,  where  he  remained  nntiloos 
ay  before  his  departure  for  Havana.  That  whilst  in  prison  he  was  several  tinMs 
asked  to  take  the  oath  of  allegiance  to  the  United  States,  which  he  declined  doing, 
when  at  laat  he  was  ordered  to  lake  the  oath  or  be  exiled  within  twenty-fonr  hoaia 
Afflant  having  refused  to  take  the  oath,  he  received  an  order  from  General  Butlsr, 
signed  by  Higor  Strong,  commanding  him  to  leave  this  city  and  the  United  fitatai; 
wSerenpon  the  same  day,  in  the  evening,  afflant  was  let  out  of  prison,  and  on  UielOIh 
day  of  November,  1862,  be  engaged  and  paid  his  passage  for  Havana  on  board  of  tin 
•teatner-PaJaro  del  Oceano;  andafSant  left  this  port  on  board  the  aaid  stMuer,  oa 
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the  lllh  d«y  of  NoTcmber,  IB63,  and  arrived  in  Havana  on  or  about  the  I4th  of  the 
nme  cnontb,  where  he  remained  nutil  the  latter  part  of  Haroh,  1B63,  when  he  left  for 
lIat>moimB,Mexico,on  board  of  the  Bpanish  bark  Florida  Blacoo. 

That  he  resided  in  Matamoraa  to  the  end  of  the  wu  with  the  United  States,  aave 
the  voyage  which  be  made  from  Matomoriw  to  Monterey,  Mes. ;  then  to  Texas  and 
Loaiaiana,  then  in  posseaalon  of  the  Confederate  States ;  that  he  went  as  far  as  the 
pariah  of  Onochita,  and  returned  by  the  same  route  to  Hatamoros ;  and  affiant  further 
atatee  that  &om  the  moment  he  left  the  port  of  New  Orleanit  to  the  end  of  the  war 
with  the  United  Stales  he  never  was  for  a  moment  within  the  Federal  linen ;  and 
ftirther,  afflant  says  that  the  eieuatnresof  Dootors  Bonlln,  Mercier,  and  Lambert, 
affixed  to  the  oertifioate  marked  C,  and  above  referred  to,  are  the  genuine  signatarea 
«f  these  parties,  and  were  given  to  him  at  the  date  speoiQed  on  said  document,  for 
the  pnrpOM  of  being  sent  to  General  Beauregard  to  ahow  his  Inability  to  ntt«nd  mili- 
tary aerriee  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Aboer  B.  Charpantiersaya  thatontheday  of  thedepartore  of  M^.  L.  Qneyronae 
for  Havana,  on  boardof  the  steamer  F^aro  del  Oceano,  affiant  accompanied  him  to  tiie 
steamer,  saw  Major  Qneyronse  on  board,  and  remained  on  the  wharf  nntil  the  lines  of 
■aid  steamer  were  let  loose  and  the  steamer  went  down  stream  with  Mi^or  L.  Qaey- 
rouse  on  board.  That  to  his  knowledge,  and  it  was  of  pnblic  noUtrlety,  that  the  said 
L.  Qneyronse  was  m^or  of  the  Orleans  Gaards  battalion,  had  taken  part  in  the  battle 
of  Shiloh,  and  was  there  wounded. 

LEON  QUEYROOZE. 

MAQIN  PING. 

A.  TEKTROU. 

A.  B.  CHARPANTIER. 

Swoni  aod  snbscribed  before  me  this  6th  day  of  March,  A.  p.  1868. 

A.  E.  BIENVENU, 

Notarji  Public. 


list,  aeverallymade  the  fontgoing  declarations,  and  affixed  tbelc  names  thereto  In  laj 

prassnoe. 

.   Given  nnder  my  hand  and  seal  at  the  oityof  New  Orleans  aforesaid  on  that  6Ih  day 

of  March,  A.  D.  1868. 

[BKAi_]  A.  E.  BIENVENU, 

ffctarg  Publio. 

it  and  district  of  Lonisi- 

J  certify  that  A.  E.  Bienvenn,  whose  genuine  signature  and  seal  are  affixed  to  the 
foregoing  aot,l^  and  was  at  the  time  of  signing  and  sealing  the  same,  a  notary  pnblio 
in  and  for  the  city  and  parish  of  New  Orleans,  dnly  commiESioned  and  qnalmed,  and 
that  bU  his  acta  as  saob  are  entitled  to  foil  faith  and  credit. 

Witness  my  bond  and  seal  of  said  eonrt  at  New  Orleans,  this  Tth  day  of  Haioh, 

A.  D.  ineu. 

[sui.]  F.  B.  VINOT. 

Zfftpaty  CUHe. 

No.  830.— Bacaived  April  1»,  1881.— Le  Hare  A.  Co.— No.  3. 

United  Statks  of  America,  Dkparthent  or  Stats. 

To  oil  to  whom  these  presents  shall  eome,  greeting : 

I  eertUy  that  the  paper  hereto  annexed  ia  atnieoopy  fh>mtbe  flies  of  this  Depart- 
In  teatimony  whereof  I,  James  G.  Blaine,  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States, 

liAve  hereunto  snhsoribed  my  name,  and  cansed  the  seal  of  the  Deportment  of  State 

to  be  ofBxed. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washington  this  Slst  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1881,  and  of  the  in. 

dependence  of  the  United  States  of  Ajnerlca  the  105th. 

[us.]  JAMES  G.  BLAINE. 


Google 
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Claim  c/  Lt  Mart  f  Co. 

BUKBAU  OF  CLAIHfl,  M»f  97,  IMW. 

Mr.  Bertbeniy,  ii[m>d  pertiaal  of  my  report  in  Ibis  case  of  the  —  iaitont,  in  which 
I  exprossed  the  opinion  that  the  claiTnuota  did  not  show  thomselven  to  hftv«  ei- 
haiiBt«il  their  remedies,  aiiggeBtM  Heveral  iliOlculties,  soaie  of  which  I  h>T«  aiitiri- 
pat«d  in  the  way  of  the  claiuiantfl  oblaininj;  relief  throngh  the  Judicial?,  aod  i^ 
the  Secretary  to  inform  liini  whether  the  Department  atill  holits  the  opinion  it  hu 
aipressed,  bo  that,  restiug  on  thin  nutbority,  he  may  in  some  way  put  the  cUimaata 
in  jiositioD  ouce  more  to  apply  to  the  courts. 

I  am  not  cuntfdent  that  I  iinderatand  what  Mr.  Berthnmy  itBaires.  The  opinion 
expressed  iraH  that  the  cliiitnaata  hare  barn  denied  relief  by  the  courts  upon  * 
case  which  they  think  can  iiuw  so  vary  by  new  evidence  as  to  entitle  them  to  ibr 
proceeds  of  their  cotton  under  the  principles  declared  by  the  courts.  They  onghl  to 
go  to  thoNa  courts  for  a  rehearing.  That  upon  snch  an  application  these  qaesliona 
might  Hnse  :  tsi.  Whether  the  new  evidence,  if  it  bad  been  before  the  cuaria,  would 
have  changed  their  decision.  2d.  If  it  would,  whether  the  claimants  were  an  fit 
guiltless  of  any  looAei  in  producing  that  evidence  upon  the  original  hearing  as  tlul 
tFiey  ought  now  to  be  allowed  to  open  thejndgment  against  them  for  the  pargiMc 
of  introducing  it;  aud  'Ad,  whether,  if  it.  was  an  unfortunate  ignorance  of  faeU,  KoA 
not  neglect,  which  prevented  their  production  of  the  new  evidence,  the  case  is  in  Htch 
a  condition  that  any  judicial  relief  can  now  be  given.  It  is  only  in  case  the  6jts. 
two  questions  receive  an  affirmative  answer,  and  the  third  a  negative  one,  that  thnv 
can  be  any  foundation  for  a  claim  upon  this  Government  through  the  Eiecntivr  i>^ 
partment.  Even  on  that  hypbthesis,  if  the  claimant,  having  had  his  dav  in  rnnit, 
baa  lost  a  good  case  through  some  tnisfortune,  without  fault  on  the  part  oi  this  liov. 
ernuient  in  impediue  his  presentation  of  it,  it  Is  plain  there  woatd  [be]  no  gruond 
for  national  responsibility. 

The  questions  I  have  suggested  are  clearly  ones  for  Judicial  salutibn,  and  the  rUin- 
ants  ought  to  seek  an  answer  to  them  in  the  appropriate  tribanal  before  resort  i)  hsd 

That  the  application  to  the  Judiciary  may  prove  fruitless  ia  not,  I  think,  a  reason 
why  it  shontd  not  be  made. 

This  Department  should  be  pnt  id  a  position  to  know  that  the  laitt  step  possible  t« 
be  taken  for  correcting  the  alleged  error  in  tbe  judgment  against  the  claimant*  hu 
been  taken. 

It  cannot  foresee  Ifaat  the  Jndgea  will  not  discover  and  apply  some  mothod of  givini 
relief  if  Justice  demands  it. 

E.  PESHINE  SMITH, 

Exauiinr,  •ft 

No.  331.~-Receivt:d  April  25, 1681.— Le  More  Sc  Oe.,  No.  3. 

Uniixd  Statbs  of  Ahekica,  Department  op  Statc. 
To  all  to  whom  these  presents  shall  come,  greeting : 

I  certify  that  the  papers  bereto  annexed  are  true  oopies  from  the  file*  of  this  Or- 
partment. 

In  testimony  whereof  I.  James'O.  Blaine,  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  Stat««, 
have  heniunto  subscribed  my  name  and  cansed  the  seal  of  the  Department  of  StaU  V> 
be  afSieil. 

Done  at  city  of  Washington,  thU21st  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1881,  and  of  tlie  indcpemJ- 
ence  of  the  United  States  of  America  tbe  lOStb. 

[BEAL.]  JAMES  G.  BLAIKE. 

Wabhinoton,  Jfajt  23, 1^- 

Mr.  Secrktary  of  State  r  Under  date  of  May  31, 1869.  the^  Count  de  Favernev.  *t 
that  time  chargti  d'affaires  of  t'rance,  addreaaed  to  tbe  Department  of  State  a  do<* 
relative  to  the  claim  of  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  St.  Co.  He  therein  stated  the  sitnalina 
of  thin  affair,  the  claimants,  acoordiag  to  the  advice  which  had  been  given  them  I't 
tbe  Department  of  State,  bavmg  exhausted  all  tbe  means  of  redress  which  were  sf- 
forded  tbeni  by  the  courts. 

During  the  month  of  A Ufrust  following,  Messrs.  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  requealed  I)i« 
Count  de  Faveroey  to  be  pleased  to  communicate  to  the  Department  of  State  aprisM 
statement  wherein  their  principal  arguments  were  set  forth. 

This  statement  wns  likewise  transmitted  to  yon.  All  that  time,  however,  il  hid 
been  impossible  for  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  St  Co.  to  procure  authentic  oopies  of  ni- 
tain  dooninents  of  great  importance  to  the  sueoess  of  their  cause.  They  are  now  in 
possession  of  these  papers,  and  they  request  me  to  aabmit  them  to  you  aa  oomplelinf 
tbe  proofs  heretofore  communicated  by  the  legation  to  the  Department  of  StMs. 
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These  documenta,  an  authentic  copy  of  which  ia  anneied,  show,  1st.  That  Ueasr*. 
O.  A.  La  More  &  Co.  claimed  two  lots  of  cotton,  one  '£i3  bal<«  and  the  other  of  S30 
bales,  which  had  been  M>ld  nt  Cairo  by  the  U.  S.  manhal,  and  that  thiiy  gained  their 
canee  in  respect  to  the  lot  of  823  bales  (Document  A). 

In  this  flTSt  affair,  the  Tolidiljr  of  the  status  of  Messra,  (i.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  as 
French  citiiena.  jiutchas^rs  in  good  faith,  and  tUeir  right  to  recover  tho  Bnid  lot  of 
cotton  were  Judicially  recoRnizi-d  by  the  district  coort;  the  nrodnctof  theaaleof  coU- 
ton,  the  expenses  incurred  huviai;  betn  dedact«d,  was  awarded  aud  paid  to  them. 

3d.  That  with  regard  to  the  «ecoiid  affair  (Docnment  B),  the  decision  was  adverse 
to  Messrs.  Q.  A.  Le  More  &.  Cn.,  who  appealed  to  the  Siipreme  Conrt  of  the  United 
States. 

Now,  it  appears  froin  the  papers  deposited  with  the  Supreme  Court,  that  in  this 
ease  the  adverse  decisions  of  this  same  trihoual  aud  of  the  district  court  are  both 
baited  on  an  error  of  fact:  the  judgment  aud  the  order  confirming  them  incorrectly 
aupposius  that  Mr.  L^n  Qaerouze,  who  had  sold  thein  the  >O0  balea,  was  domiciled 
mt  New  Orleans  at  the  time  when  Messra.  G.  A.  Le  More  ib,  Co.  had  purchased  them 
of  him.  This  error  having  been  recoguiied.  as  well  by  the  comparisou  of  tho  papers 
m  mannscript  with  the  papers  in  print,  aahy  the  subsequent  documents  mentioned  in 
the  statement,  does  not  justice  demand  that  the  second  claim  of  MsBsrs.  G.  A.  Le 
More  &  Co.  should  be  regarded  iu  the  sauie  light  as  Ihe  first,  and  declared  good  and 

In  other  words,  tu  the  first  of  these  affairs  the  court  establishes  in  favor  of  Messrs. 
G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  principles  of  law  aud  equity  which  are  equally  applicable  to 
the  aeoond,  anil  which  would  assuredly  have  beeo  applied  thereto  had  it  not  been 
for  the  error  with  regard  to  the  residence  of  Mr.  Lfon  Querouze. 

In  fjkct  the  two  lots  of  cotton,  us  is  showu  by  tho -papers,  were  acquired  under  the 
•ante  conditions  of  time,  locality,  payment,  pcwsession,  removal,  &■•:. ;  Ihe  only  dif- 
ference consists  in  the  fact  that  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  i,  Co.  purchased  the  TO3  bales 
of  Messrs.  Lazarre  &,  Pargoud,  whereas  they  purchased  the  it3i)  bales  of  Mr.  L^on 
Qnerouze. 

Accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assnrances  of  ray  very  high  considcratiou. 

BEBTHEMY. 

Hon.  Hamilton  Fish. 

CA.1 


Thb  United  States 

slic  hundred  and  fifty  balks  of  cotton, 
one  hundred  coils  of  rope,  sixteeu  bales, 
eight  rolls  and  nnti  hundred  and  sixty  pieces 
of  bagging  aud  twenty  -  nine  nieces  of 
leather,  seven  hundred  aud  eighty-eight 
bales  and  tifty-two  sacks  of  cottoji,  funr 
hundrwl  and  nine  bales  and  one  hundred 
and  thirty-nine  sacks  of  cotton,  and  one 
thousand  bales  of  cotton. 

The  cause  haviiig  been  heard  at  thi»i  time  upon  the  libels,  the  chiim  and  answer  of 
O-  A.  Le  More  A.  1%.,  a  firm  consistiuz  of  Qustave  A.  Le  More  and  Leuntiiie  Le  More, 
claimants  of  323  bales  of  cotton,  by  Jules  Le  More,  their  agent,  and  the  testimony 
on  file,  and  it  appearing  to  the  court  from  the  evidence  that  the  said  G.  A.  Le  More  i 
Co.,  claimants,  are  the  owners  of  :)0U  hales  of  said  cottcm.  and  tbey  are  the  subjects 
of  the  Emperor  of  France,  not  residing  within  the  jurisdiction  and  territory  ol  the 
United  Slates ; 

Aud  it  further  appearing  to  the  court  that  the  said  309  bales  of  cotton  were  law- 
fully recaptured  from  the  enemy  by  the  United  Slates  Bteamerb  Black  Hawk,  East- 
gjrt,  Lafayetl'C,  Neosho,  Ozark,  Choctaw,  Osage,  Chillicothe,  Louisville,  Caroudetet, 
enton,  Pittsburg,  Mound  City,  Essex,  Laiiugton,  Ouaohitu,Fort  Kind  man,  Cricket, 
Gazelle,  General  Price,  Kenn'ood,  Juliet,  Avenger,  and  Brown,  of  thoMinsisBippi  squad  / 
ron  of  the  United  States  Navy, commanded  oy  David  D.  Porter,  Rear-Adiniral,  and 
that  said  vessels  are  entitled  to  military  salvage  for  sajd  recapture  ; 

And  it  ftirther  appearing  to  the  conrt  that  the  nrosH  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  said 
309  bales  of  cotton,  amounting  to  the  sum  of  91.10, 57 l.t>3,  have  been  deposited  with 
the  assistant  treasurer  of  the  United  States,  at  Saint  Louis,  subject  to  the  order  of 
the  court:  and  that  the  taxes  imposed  by  the  act«  of  Congrees  and  the  trade  regula- 
tions of  the  Treasury  Department  upon  the  said  309  bales  of  cottou,  amounting  to 
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UiB  Bum  of  94,933.35,  and  the  mpenaes  inoarred  b;  tha  muslul  for  weighing,  timgs, 
GCMiper>f;e,  &c.,  of  said  SOU  baloa  of  cotton,  amonntiDg  to  the  aam  of  ll.OW.se,  have 
been  pud  b;  order  of  the  court  oat  of  said  prooeeds,  and  Uut  the  sam  of  (191.40  hu 
been  allowed  b^  thu  ooart,  by  consent  of  Mid  claimuite  and  the  capton  by  tbeir 
oonnsel,  and  paid  oot  of  said  prooeedeto  B.  H.  Ccvwlne,  eMj,,  forhia  aervicM  aaeoiiD- 
Bel  for  olaimanta ; 

And  now  tbls  ottDse  coming  on  for  final  decree,  it  la  ordered,  adjndged,  and  deoiwd 
by  the  conrt,  that  the  followlug  gams  be  allowed  and  paid  ont  of  said  praoeedi  for 
coots  and  charges  in  this  canse,  incloding  osnal  and  reasonable  feea  to  the  ooonnl 
for  oaptcra  (tbediBtriot  attorney  wai  ring  any  allow  aace  tohim  aa  fees  for  hUaerTicM 
herein),  to  wit,  to  the  marahal,  the  snm  of  $1,741.63 ;  to  the  olerk,  the  aum  of  $1,370.60; 
and  to  Charlaa  Eamea,  eoq.,  counael  for  captors,  the  snm  of  $:),9I7.15. 

It  ia  fnrth«r  ordered  and  decreed  by  the  conrt  that  oDl  of  the  reaidne  of  aaid  pro- 
eeedo,  amonntiuK  to  the  anm  of  $117,015.71,  the  mm  of  $16,911.96  be  paid  into  the 
Treaanry  of  the  United  Btalea,  to  be  diatributed  to  aaid  eaptora  aa  military  aalrage 
in  accordance  with  this  decree. 

It  is  further  ordered  and  decreed  by  the  conrt  that  after  paying  and  aatiafying  the 
costs,  charges,  and  salvage  aforesaid,  the  reaidue  of  aaid  proceeda,  amonnting  to  the 
snm  of  $10U,103.7S,  be  paid  to  said  claimante. 

It  ie  further  ordered  that  the  clerk  transmit  certified  copies  of  thia  decree  to  the 
Secretaries  of  the  Treaanry  and  Navy  of  the  United  States  respectively. 

UmTKD  States  or  Aiierica, 

Sputhent  DUtrict  of  IllinoU,  w; 

I,  OeoTjge  P.  Bowen,  clerk  of  the  district  conrt  of  the  United  Statea  fbr  Mtd  sooth' 
eni  district  of  Illinois,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  troe  copy  of  a  decree 
rendered  in  said  court  on  Saturday,  the  6th  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1866,  in  the  mattei 
of  the  claim  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  for  333  balce  of  cotton,  io  a  certain  canse  then 
pending  in  said  court  in  prize,  wherein  the  United  States  were  libellanto  and  650  bales 
of  cotton,  &c.,  768  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton,  409  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton,  sad 
1,000  bales  of  cotton  were  defendants,  as  the  same  is  now  of  record  in  my  offlee. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereuntosetmy  hand  and  affixed  tbe  seal  of  said  oonrt, 
at  SpriuKfield,  in  said  district,  this  16th  day  of  February,  in  the  yearof  our  Lord  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy,  and  of  the  IndepeDdeDce  of  the  United  StatM 
the  ninety-fourth. 

[BBii-]  GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cltri. 

(B.) 


Thb  United  States  ^ 

«  SACKB  OF  cotton,  409  [l°P'"*- 
0  bales  of  cotton.  J 

._„ ard  npou  tbe  libels,  the  claims,  and  auswerof  Q.  A-Le 

Udre  Sl  Co.,  a  firm  consisting  of  Qastave  A.  L«  More  and  Leontine  Le  More,  claim- 
ants of  830  bales  of  said  cotton,  and  the  proofs  on  file,  and  the  court  having  coniid- 
ered  and  being  now  sufficiently  advised  iu  the  premises,  finds  that  the  said  claimaiita 
are  not  entitl^  to  the  said  KtO  bales  nf  cotton  or  the  proceeds  thereof. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  a^Judaed,  and  decreed  by  the  court  that  the  said  claim  be 
dismissed  at  the  costs  of  the  claimants  and  that  execntion  issoe  therefor. 

United  Statbs  of  America, 

Southern  Dittriet  of  /Ilincrit,  n : 

I,  OeoTge  P.  Bowen,  clerk  of  the  district  conrt  of  the  Uoited  Statea  for  said  BODtb- 
eru  district  of  Illinois,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoiOK  is  a  trne  copy  of  a  decree 
rendered  in  said  court  on  Monday,  tbe  6th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  ln65,  in  tha  nut- 
ter of  tha  claim  of  G.  A.  Le  More  i&  Co.  for  830  bales  of  cotton,  in  a  certain  cause  then 
pending  la  said  conrt  in  prize,  wherein  the  United  States  were  libellanta  and  S60 
bales  of  cotton,  &.o.,  788  baica  and  5^  sacks  of  cotton,  409  bales  and  139  sacks  of  ccl- 
ion,  and  1,000  bales  of  cotton  were  defendants,  as  the  same  is  now  of  reooid  in  m.T 
office. 

I  further  oertlfy  that  the  gross  proceeds  of  the  said  S.30  bales  of  ootton,  claimed  by 
G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  amounted  to  the  sum  of  $350,726.46,  and  that  tha  ooata  and  ei- 
penaea  paid  ont  of  said  groas  proceeds,  including  the  expenses  of  weighing,  storafS, 
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OMtage,  rabkling,  Ac,  of  said  oottau,  uid  th«  United  States  iftzea  aod  uaesamenta 
tlienoD,  •mounted  to  the  anm  of  941,666. 

Id  teattmon;  wheraof  I  hftve  heieanto  set  mv  hand  uid  kfflxed  the  se»l  of  said  coart, 
•t  Springfield,  in  Mid  diatriot,  this  sixteenth  dsT  of  Febmary,  in  tlie  year  of  oar  Ixird 
one  tbooeaad  eight  hnndred  and  seventy,  and  the  bdependenoe  of  the  United  States 
the  ninety-fonrtn. 

[«*!-]  GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Ci«ri. 


Filed  Jiuu  27,  ISHl.—  W.  F.  F.  f  L.  L.,  Ae*. 
Q.  A.  Lb  Hokk  &.  Co.  ) 


Wasbinoton,  June  27, 18ei. 
of  a  cMMumnoloBtiaii  of  Jane  1,  18H1,  irom  my  predeoeuor  to  the  Hon.  Qeorge  8.  Bont- 


«  good  ei 
tonw, 


the  ori donee- ia-ohief  on  tile  part  of  tjie  olaimant  in  the  above  claim. 
"  d  enongh  to  make  a  note  of  said  commnnioation  on  yonr  reoorda. 

-    nifnlly, 

GBIMAUD  DB  CAUZ, 

Agent  a4  tnierim. 

Wabbikston,  JtHM  I,  Ism. 
Boa.  Oeorgx  8.  Boutwkll  : 

8ut;  I  have  l! 
menta  to  the  An 
Le  More  A.  Co. 

At  the  lequeet  of  the  special  connBel  in  that  caae,  I  have  the  honor  to  notify  yon 
th»t  the  evidenoe-in-chief  in  the  claim  of  U.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co,  s.  The  United  States, 
No.  211  of  the  docket  of  the  Comnussion,  is  now  olosed. 

P.  D&IARDIN. 


DOCUMENTAHY  EVIDENCE  PILED  BY  FRENCH  AGENT. 

nUd  Oelobar  28,1881.—  W.  F.  P.  f  L.  £.,  Am. 

Q.  A.  Lx  MORK  A.  Co.  > 

V.  iNo.  311. 

Th>  UmTXD  BrtTxa.   y 

Wabhinotom,  Oelob«r  38, 1831. 
7to  (Aa  Seerttariti  of  tXe  Awok  amd  Amaitxm  Clatmt  Comn^ubm  : 

OsmLxmR ;  I  leqnest  yon  to  file  with  the  other  proofs  in  the  above -entitled  oaiiM 
tbe  aooompanjlng  oertiflcate  of  the  clerk  of  the  United  States  Sopreme  Conrt  relative 
to  mo  extract  iiom  the  manuscript  record  of  a  oaae  which  was  before  that  ouart  at 
tbe  Daeember  term  of  1867,  and  In  which  Q.  A.  Le  More  A  C(>.  were  olaiinante  tot 
830  halea  of  ootton  and  the  United  States  defendanta. 
Baapeatftilly,  Ao. 

ORIUAUD  DX  CAUX, 
Agmttfor  Om  AsmA  B^mbUe. 


Goo'^lc 
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Supreme  Court  of  the  Uuited  8t»tea,  Dec«mber  term,  1867. 


Tbb  Unitbd  States,  appellantb.  j 
Appeal  from  the  diatrict  cotirt  of  the  United  Btates  for  the  soQthem  district  of  lUiiioit. 
[KitracC  from  muiutoript  tvootd.  1 

Depoaition  of  Leok  QusyrouZb, 
Weatley  J.  Q.  Bitker,  speoial 
of  Augaat,  A.  D.  lUiiS. 

Int.  9.  What  aubterfnge,  if  any,  did  vou  resort  to  to  oooceal  the  fact  that  ;od  had 
acquired  the  cotton  you  sold  him  ftam  the  so-called  Confederate  Htate«;  nhy  did  joa 
do  BO  T — A.  J  told  him  that  tbe  cott^a  belonged  to  oae  P.  Garcia,  and  that  I  was  hii 
uent.  J  liAve  stated  iv  ray  previous  answer  tbe  reason  I  reBOTt«d  to  the  subterfuge 
of  repreeaDtiD^  lujsolf  as  the  ageiit  of  P.  Oaicia,  a  Hailcan,  in  the  hope  of  moie 
completely  satiafying  Ur.  Le  More. 

Int.  10.  Of  what  country  are  yon  a  native;  where  wm«  yon  residing  at  tbe  lime 
^OD  sold  tbJscotton  to  LeMoreT— A.  lam  anatireof  France;  I  was  residing  in  Hei- 
loo  at  tbe  time  1  sold  this  cotton  to  Mr.  Le  More. 

Int.  11.  Have  yon  any  reason  to  know  that  Le  More  believed  yon  were  nentral  is 
the  civil  war  then  raging  in  the  United  Stateal — A.  Yes;  from  my  deelarations  to 
him,  and  fl'om  the  fact  of  my  being  a  Frenchman. 

Tme  copy. 
Test: 

[•■AI..] 


FiUd  tfovtw^trW,  18dl.— rr.  F.  p.  4-  L.  L.,  Stet. 

a.  A.  Le  Mork  &  Co.  ) 

V.  }  Ko.  311. 

Thk  Unitbd  Statss.    ) 

ir  in  this  oaae  is  faerebr 
ding. 

NOVXMBBR  18,  lt«t. 

DOCUMENTAEY  EVIDENCE. 

mUd  Dtetwtber  9,  1881.— r.  P.  P.  f  L.  L.,  Baa. 

Lb  Hork  &  Co.      ) 

B.  \  No.  211. 

Tux  Umitkd  Statbs.  S 

WABsmaTON,  D^otaOtf  9, 1881. 
Ueears.  W.  F,  Pkddeick  and  UoNci  Lauokl, 


Yon  are  raqneated  to  file  tbe  aooompanying  doonmente  with  the  pap«n  and  proob 
in  the  above-entitled  oaae  for  the  infonuation  of  lhi«  honorable  CommiaaioiL 

GEO.  S.  nOUTWELL, 


JOHN  PA^IS, 
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DRPARTIfENT  OF  STATE, 

WathiHgion,  DrcembtrQ,  18^1. 
JOBN  Davis.  E«i., 

Afittanl  Counifl,  .f-o.,  F^euek  akd  Amtriean  Claimt  CammUtUm; 
Sir:  Puraoant  to  tbe  request  contained  in  yonr  4ett*r  to  thin  Department  of  the  !i2d 
ultimo,  I  beg  to  transmit  herewith  rerti&ed  copies  of  the  so-called  "  pruclamatioDs  of 
noD-iutercourae,"  issued  Ity  Prpsiileut  Lincoln. 
1  km,  sir,  vonr  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  R.  HITT, 

Afnttant  Sterttarg. 


No.  575. 

Unitxd  States  or  America,  Department  op  Static. 
To  mil  to  whom  these  presents  shall  coiue,  ip^etiug : 

I  certify  that  hereto  annexed  is  n  true  copy  of  a  proclaiuatiou  issued  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  on  the  16th  day  of  August,  1861,  the  original  of  which  is  on 
file  in  this  Departinent. 

la  testimony  wliereof,  I,  James  6.  Blaine,  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States, 
have  hereunto  subscribed  my  name  aud  caused  the  seal  of  the  Department  of  Stale  to 
he  affiled. 

Donegal  the  city  of  Washington  this  <Jd  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1881,  and  of  the 
Indepeiiiience  of  the  Uuit«d  States  of  America  the  one  hundred  and  sixth. 

[8KAI,]  JAMES  a.  BLAINE. 

BY   THK    PRESIDENT  OF   THB    UNITED   STATES   OF   AMERICA.      A   PROCLAMATION. 

Whereas  on  the  15th  day  of  April,  1861,  the  President  of  the  United  Slatea,  in  view 
of  an  inanrrection  against  the  lawn.  Const itiit ion,  and  Qovemment  of  the  United 
Statrs,  which  had  brolten  ont  within  the  States  of  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Alabama, 
Florida,  Mississippi,  Louisiana,  and  Texas,  and  in  parsnanco  of  the  provisions  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  colling  forth  the  militia  to  execute  Lhn  laws  of  the 
Union,  suppress  insnrrectioMS,  and  repel  invasions,  and  to  rupeal  the  act  now  in  foroe 
for  that  purpose,"  approved  t'ebriiary  an,  1795,  did  c.ill  forth  the  militia  to  Bnppr-- 
said  insnrrpction,  and  to  cause  the  laws  of  the  Union  to  be  dnly  executed,  and 


e  failed  to  disperse  by  the  time  directed  by  the  President ; 


id   the 

whereas  such  insurrection  ^as  since  broken  out,  and  yet  exists  within  the 
States  of  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Arkansas; 

And  whereas  the  insurgents  In  all  the  said  Stat-os  claim  to  act  under  the  autliority 
thereof,  and  such  olaiiii  is  not  disclaimed  or  repudiated  by  the  persous  exercising  the 
functions  of  government  in  such  State  or  Statps,  or  in  the  part  or  parts  thert^f  in 
which  Buch  combinations  exist,  nor  has  such  insurrection  been  suppressed  hv  said 
States: 

Now,  thejefore,  I,  Abraham  Lincoln,  President  of  the  United  States,  in  poreuauce 
of  an  act  of  Congress,  approved  July  13,  1861,  do  hereby  declare  that  the  Inhabitanls 
of  the  said  Stales  of  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  Virgina,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Alabama,  Louisiana,  Texas,  Arkansas,  Missirvtippi,  and  Florida  (except  the  inhab- 
itants of  that  part  of  the  State  of  Virginia  lying  west  of  the  Allet;hany  Mountains, 
and  of  sitch  other  parts  of  that  Slate  and  the  other  States  hereinbefore  named  as  may 
maintain  a  loyal  adhesion  to  the  Union  and  the  Constitution,  or  may  bu  from  time  to 
time  occupied  and  controlled  by  forces  of  the  United  States  engaged  in  the  dispersion 
of  said  insurgents)  are  in  a  state  of  insurrection  against  the  United  States,  and  that 
all  commercial  intercourse  between  the  same  and  the  inhabitants  thereof,  with  the 
exceptions  aforesaid,  and  the  citizens  of  other  States  and  other  parts  of  the  United 
States  is  unlawfiil,  and  will  remain  unlawful  until  such  insurrection  ahnll  censi>nr 
has  been  suppressed ;  that  all  goods  and  chattels,  wares  and  inerehundise,  coming 
from  any  nf  said  States,  with  the  exceptions  aft>rBsaid,  into  other  parts  of  the  United 
States,  without  the  special  license  and  permission  of  the  President,  through  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  or  proceeding  to  any  of  said  Slates,  with  the  exceptions 
•kforesaid,  by  land  or  water,  together  with  the  vessel  or  vehicle  conveyinK  the  same 
or  cooTeying  persons  t«  or  from  said  States,  with  said  exceptions,  will  be  forfeited 
to  the  Unit^  States;  and  that  froai  and  after  fifteen  days  from  the  issuing  of  this 

Jroclamation  all  ships  and  vessels  lielonging  In  whole  or  in  part  to  any  citizen  or  in- 
ahitaat  of  any  of  said  States,  with  said  exceptions,  found  at  sea  or  in  any  port  of  the 
United  States,  will  be  itorfeited  to  the  Unlt«d  States.    And  I  hereby  enjoin  upoo  all 
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depeDt 


foroea  of  the  United  Btatea  to  be  viftioint  in  the  exBontiop  of  said  Kot,  k 

foToemeDt  of  the  peasltieB  mnA  forfeitiires  impowd  or  declared  by  it,  leaTJog  any  pMt; 
who  may  tbiuk  himaelf  aggrieved  thereby  to  his  applioatioD  to  the  Secretary  of  tM 
Treasory  for  the  remisaion  of  auy  penalty  or  forfeitnre  which  the  said  Secretary  is 
authorised  by  law  to  grant,  if,  in  hisjod^eot,  the  special  oircaniatanoea  of  any  case 
shall  require  snch  remiBaion. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  herennto  eet  my  hand  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  United 
States  to  be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Wsahington  this  I6th  day  of  Angnst,  in  the  year  of  onr  Lotd 
1861,  and  of  the  lodependence  of  the  United  Statee  the  eighty-sixth. 

yiEAi.]  ABEAHAH  LINCOLN. 

y  the  Preatdent : 

WILLIAU  H.  SEWABD, 

Seotttmrs  ^  SlAle. 
No.  &76. 

United  States  of  AtiERioA,  Depabtment  or  Statb. 

To  all  to  whom  these  preaeots  shall  come,  greeting : 

I  certify  that  hereto  annexed  is  a  true  copy  of  a  proolamaUon  isiiDed  by  the  Pnai- 
dent  of  the  United  Statea  on  the  'M  day  of  April,  1863,  the  original  of  which  is  oo  file 
in  thla  Department. 

In  testimony  whereof  I,  James  Q.  Blaine,  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States, 
have  hereauto  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  the  aeal  of  the  Department  of  State  te 
be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Wanhiogton  this  3d  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1881,  andof'theln- 
' "  oendence  of  the  United  Statea  of  America  the  one  hundred  and  sixth. 

JAMES  a.  BLAINE. 

BT  THE  PBESIDBNT  OF  THE   CKITED   STATES  OF  AJfXRICA.      A  PROCLAHATIOX. 

Whereas,  in  parscaace  of  the  act  of  Coui 
proolamntfon  dated  August  16, 1661,  declare  tl 
gla,8onthCaToliDa,yirginia,  North  Carolina,  Tenneseee,  Alabama,  Iioniai ana, Texas, 
Arkansaa,  Miasisaippi,  and  Flurida  (except  the  Inhaliitauts  of  that  part  of  Orients 
lying  west  of  the  Alleghany  Muuntaias  and  of  such  other  parte  of  that  State  ana  the 
other  States  herein belore  named  as  might  maintain  a  legaf  adhesion  to  the  Dnioa  and 
the  Conatitution  oi  might  be  from  time  to  time  occupied  and  controlled  by  foroea  of 
the  United  States  engaged  in  the  diapersion  of  said  insargeata)  were  in  a  state  of  iE- 
anrreetiou  against  the  United  States,  and  that  all  cummercial  interconrse  betweee  tbc 
same  aud  the  inhabitants  thereof,  with  the  exoeptioDB  aforesaid,  and  the  citiceni  of 
other  States  and  other  parts  of  the  United  States  was  nulavrful  and  wonid  remain  ou- 
lawfa]  nutil  aiich  inatirrection  should  cease  or  be  suppressed,  and  that  all  goods  aod 
ehatteis,  wares  aud  merchandiw,  coming  from  any  part  of  said  States,  with  the  ex* 
oeptions  aforesaid,  into  other  parts  of  the  Unitud  States  without  the  lioenaeand  per- 
mission of  the  Prssidetit,  through  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  or  proseeding  to  any 
of  said  Statee,  with  the  exceptions  aforesaid,  by  land  or  water,  together  with  the  tcs- 
selor  vehicle  conveyine  the  same  to  or  from  said  Stales,  with  the  exceplioua  afore- 
said, wonld  be  forfeited  to  the  United  Statea  ; 

And  whereas  experience  bos  sbo^n  that  the  exoeptione  made  in  and  by  said  proo- 
lamation  embarrass  the  due  enforcement  of  said  act  of  Jnly  13,  IWl,  and  the  prop« 
regulation  of  the  commercial  intercourse  authoriEedbysaidact  with  the  loyal  cltiieas 
ofaud  Statea : 

Now,  therefore,  I,  Abraham  Lincolu,  President  of  the  United  States,  do  hereby  le- 
Toke  the  said  exoeptioDa  and  declare  that  the  iuhabitants  of  the  Statea  of  Oeorgia, 
South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Alabama.  Iionisiana,  Texas,  Arkansai, 
Miesisaippi,  Florida,  and  Virginia  (except  the  forty-elKUt  conntles  of  Virginia  deur 
nated  as  West  Virginia,  and  except  also  the  porte  of  New  Orleana,  Key  Weat,  Port 
Boyal,  and  Beaufort  in  North  Carolina)  are  in  a  state  of  {nsurrection  ag^nst  At 
United  States,  and  that  atl  oommeroial  iuteroonrse  not  lioeoeed  and  oonduoted  w 
provided  in  said  act  between  tbe  said  States  and  tbe  inhabitants  thereof,  with  tte 
exceptions  aforesaid,  and  the  citizens  of  other  States  and  other  parti  of  the  United 
States,  is  unlawful  and  will  remain  unlawful  until  such  insurrection  shall  oesse  ar 
bos  been  suppressed  and  notice  thereof  has  been  duly  given  by  proclamatloa;  and 
all  eotton,  tooacco,  and  other  products,  aud  all  other  goods  aod  ohattela,  wares  aod 
uerchandlae,  coming  &om  any  of  said  Statea,  with  the  exceptiona  aforesaid,  ioU 
other  parts  of  the  United  States,  or  proceeding  to  any  of  said  States,  with  tbe  exoep- 
tiona  aforesaid,  without  the  lloeuae  and  pennission  of  the  Pieeldent,  throagb  tat 
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Ooaretaxj  of  the  Treunry,  irlU,  together  witb  the  Tenel  ot  vehiele  conreyiog  the 
nme,  be  forfeited  to  the  Uaited  BIfttea. 

Im  witness  thereof  I  hftre  hereatito  set  mj  hand  and  oanaed  the  sesl  of  the  United 
St>tM  to  be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  oitv  of  WaablngtOQ  this  9d  day  of  April  A.  D.  1683,  and  of  the  Inde- 
pendence of  the  United  States  of  AmerlDs  the  eightT-wveuth. 

[SKAI.]  ABEAHAM  UNCOLN. 


FUtd  Ftbmary  3,  18»-  W.  F.  F.  ^  L.  L.,  Smi. 

O.  A.  Lc  HORB  &  Co.  1 

p.  ^No.«U. 

Thk  Ukitbd  Statss.    \ 

'Boa.  Geo.  8.  Bourwiix : 

Sib:  I  hare  the  honor  to  state  that  I  decline  to  be  bound  tmj  loagerby  the  stipa- 
lationa  signed  bj  me  in  the  above-entitled  oaae,  and  which  bean  date  Hovembra  19, 
laBl. 

Tef7  reepeothill;, 

CHAKLE8  ADOLPHE  db  CHAUBRxm, 

CinwM)/er  Fr«Mk  B^Ut. 
Wabhimotom,  D.  C,  FtbnMrg  3,  1881. 

CLOSING  OF  ETIDENCE-IN-CHIEF  FOB  CLAHCANT. 
m»d  FA.  3,  I8es.—W.  F.P.fL.  £.,  S»m. 

a.  A.  Lk  Mdsx  A  Co.  J 

V.  V  No.  211. 

Tarn  UmrzD  States.    ) 

Oscar  Cboput         ) 

V.  \  NO.SSS. 

Tbk  UmTKD  Btatks.    } 

AjtUMS  SoKXML  at  al.    1 

e.  }  N0.6H. 

Thb  UmrxD  Btatxs.    ) 

Juucs  Lk  Hobr       > 

V.  S  NO.S06. 

Thb  Uirim>  Statm.  ) 

A.  C.  Lb  Hokk 

Thb  Vtirrma  Statis. 

Adhumb  F.  Habbbt 

Thb  Umttbd  Statbs. 


S  No.  508. 

^  No.  600. 


And  now  oomea  the  oonnael  for  the  Frenoh  Bepnblio,  who  move*  thla  honorable 
Commission  to  close  the  above-named  oases  on  the  part  of  olalroanta. 

CHARLES  AIWLPHE  »■  CHAUBBtJN, 

CowMsI  /or  FriHek  B^iaUc 


^d  by  Google 
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Ri«d  ,7uM  ."0,  1688.-1?.  F.  P.,  See. 
Q.  A.  Lk  More  &.  Co. 


Thk  Ukitsd  Stateb. 
AZOLINE  Qattthbrin,  asm'x,  , 

The  United  Btateb. 
JuLBe  Le  More 

The  United  6tateb. 

Athbnais  Lb  More 

Tbb  UmTiD  States. 
Jdlbs  Le  Uoee,  &.D.,  et  al., 

Thb  United  Status. 


>No.  3U. 


No.  590. 


No.  663. 


WASHINGTON,  Jkim  30,  ISbX. 


Mr.  W.  P.  Peddricx,  Saerelary: 

Ton  fti«  reqne«t«d  to  file  the  accompuiTiDg  doonmeata  with  the  papera  Knd  pnob 
in  the  above- entitled  OMe  on  behalf  of  the  United  States, 


Depaktmbmt  of  Statk, 

Wiuhingten,  Jmrnarf  IV,  ISffi. 
John  Davis,  Esq., 

A»ti»tani  C«untel,  ^o.,  Frmdt  and  Amaioan  CUtimt  COnMiuion  .■ 
Sir:  In  compliance  with  the  reqneat  contwned  in  yonr  letter  of  the  6th  instant,  I 
bee  to  trauunit  herewith  certified  copies  of  oertain  papers  relatins  to  the  claims  of 
Jnlee  Le  More,  G.  A.  Le  Uore,  and  Leon  Qneyronze  against  the  United  States,  nov 
peodins  before  the  Fieuch  and  Atuerioan  Claims  Commission,  nhich  have  been  fur- 
nished oy  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  <a  response  to  the  request  of  this  Depart- 
ment therefor. 


I  am,  sir,  yonr  obedient  servant, 
EDcloeuree:  Certified  copies  aa  above. 


Hon.  F.  T.  Frbunohdvsen, 

StcTttary  ef  Siat» ; 


J.  C.  BANCROFT  DAVIS, 

^Miitaat  SMriliQ. 


Tbeabdky  Dbpastheitt, 

Janaarg  16, 18dS. 


Sib:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yonr  letter  of  the  lllb  in- 
stant, transmitting  a  cop;  of  n  letter  of  John  Davis,  esq.,  Bsslstaut  conniel  S>rtlM 
United  States  before  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  asking  foreopia 
of  such  papers  on  Hie  in  this  Dcpartmeat  as  relate  to  the  claims  of  Julea£BUote,G. 
A.  Le  More,  and  Leon  QuerouEe  against  the  United  States  now  pending  before  uid 
Commisainn,  and  in  Rompltance  therewith  I  transmit  certified  oopieaof  cart&inpa(«n 
relating  to  said  claimants. 

Upon  farther  examinatiou,  copies  of  enoh  other  papers  as  may  be  fonud  «ill  b« 
forwarded. 

Vory  respectfully, 

CHA8.  J.  FOLQEB, 

Acnterf. 


^dbyGoo^^lc 
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UNITBD   HTATB8   OF   AMMBICA. 

TRRisURr  Departmknt,  Jmrnarg  IS,  Ii^2. 
I  hereby  certify  tiiaC  the  aiiDeied  la  a  true  copj  of  m  papur  tiinnil  amoDf;  the  liooks, 
records,  paperM,  and  ducnments  relative  to  traDSacCious  a{  or  witli  the  late  ao-called 
goverDiuent  of  the  CourederuCu  Statics,  now  ia  pusa^iwioa  of  this  Department. 

In  vitncss  nhureof  J  have  bercauto  set  my  band  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  Treas- 
QTT  Department  to  be  afSxed  on  the  day  and  year  first  above  trritlen. 
[bkal.]  CHA9.  J.  FXJLGER. 

Steretary  of  the  Trtatury. 


Tbls  is  a  claim  for  olotii  furnished  the  Coofederate  GoTernment,  amou/itiDg  to 

teu,b58.42,  with  inlerest  from  Jiiae  3,  1H63,  and  also  for  damages  reHiilting  from  the 
lailare  of  the  Coufederate  States  to  makua  specific  performance  of  their  oootraot  with 
the  said  olatniaui. 

It  appears  froDi  the  papere  filed  in  this  caxo  that  the  claimaDts,  who  are  large  man- 
ofactarers  in  Havre;  contracted  to  forniih  clutb  to  the  Conlederate  Stal«s  in  July, 
IHbl,  and  coutinned  to  deliver  said  cloth  at  various  periods  and  porta  in  the  Confed- 
erate State*.  The  cloth  for  which  the  present  claim  is  made  was  delivered  to  H^.  C. 
BdkwII,  chief  quartern] aster  of  tbe  tni  division  of  Texas,  Juii»  »,  IdC'd,  and  wan  to 
be  paid  for  l>;  the  3d  of  September  enguing  in  cotton,  at  the  market  value  of  the  day 
in  BrownsTille.  (See  letter  of  M^.  C.  Bnssell  to  I.eon  Qneyronsc,  dated  Ootober  30, 
IMa.)  At  the  day  stipulated  for  payment  no  cotton  wus  on  hand  to  meet  the  claim, 
andiUpaymentwas,  therefore,  postponed  from  time  to  time,  it  appears,  until  Browns- 
Tille  was  captured  by  the  Federal  forcev.  On  the  10th  of  January  the  otoimonta, 
by  their  agent,  applied  to  Colonel  Hatchings,  chief  of  the  Texas  cotton  office,  for  the 
settlement  of  their  claim,  and  were  by  him  referred  to  General  Kiiby  Smith,  com- 
manding the  traos-Misaissippi  Department.  (See  letter  of  Lieon  (Jueyroase  to 
Colonel  Hntchings.  dated  Janaar;  10,  ViHi,  with  indorsement  of  Colonel  Hatchings 
thereon.)  The  olaimanta  obtained  from  General  Smith  an  order  on  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A. 
Broodwell,  chief  of  the  oottou  buteaii,  to  pay  the  certified  occonnt  of  Major  Charles 
RuMell  for  about  tSO,000  in  cotton, at  Mi  cent«per  pound.  Said  orderalso stipulated 
that  a  permit  to  export  said  cotton  would  be  ixBtted  upon  payment  of  the  duly  required 
by  law.  (Ijee  letter  of  Leou  QueyrouM  to  OeDcral  Suiith,  dated  January  'il,  1864, 
with  indorsementof  General  Smith  thereon.)  UpOD  coming  to  a  settlement  with  Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Broadwell,  who  offered  to  deliver  the  cotton  on  the  HlssiHslppi  or  Bed- 
Biver,  the  claimants  asked  that  the  cotton  turned  over  to  them  tihould  be  put  down  at 
a  prieti  low  enough,  or  else  such  an  nmonnt  should  be  delivered  to  them  as  would 
make  np  the  difference  had  the  cniion  been  delivered  nhtire  and  when  it  was  due  in 
Brownsville  (see  letter  of  Colonel  Broad  well  to  Le  More  &.Ca.,  dated  January  SO, 
1864),  and  filed  a  statement  of  expenses  on  cotton  delivered  on  the  Mississippi  or  Bed 
Kiver,  showing  a  loss  of  I41.&3  per  bale  ou  cotton  due  at  Brownsville.  (See  memoran- 
dum tiled  by  Leon  Queyroose,  dated  January  -X,  lc)64,  and  letter  from  Leon  Quey- 
TDUM  to  General  Smith,  dated  January  29,  1H64-)  While  admitting  the  truth  of  said 
■tatement  (see  indorsement  of  Colonel  Broodwell  on  loHt-iuentioued  letter),  Colonel 
Broodwell  was  of  npinion  Ihnt  the  otlvunce  in  the  vnlne  of  cotton  would  cover 
fnlly  any  estimated  ]o<ineB  of  the  claimantH,  and  lie  finatly  gave  them  an  order 
on  M^.  J.  A.  Buckner  far  B!JS  bales  of  cotton,  estiinati'd  ot  AM  jiimnds  per  bate,  ont  of  any 
Qovemmeat  cotton  nnder  his  control  not  already  disposed  of,  nearest  the  enemy's 
lines  at  the  Mississippi  Biver,  amounting,  at  20i  i^euts  per  pound,  to  9»2,>S4 0.50- 100. 
(See  order  of  Colonel  BroadwoU  on  Major  Buck.ier,  dated  Jaiioarv  a6,18ft4.)  The 
claimaDts  accepted  said  order,  and  signed  a  receipt  in  full  far  their  oluim,  being  the 
oertifiedaocount  of  Major  Bussell  fur  »HU,8r>U. 4^-1  UO,  reserving  the  right  of  appealing 
to  General  Smith  tor  the  settlement  ot  the  diffiirenccs  claimed  bv  them,  amounting 
to  |37,;«(.74-100.  (See  lettcra  of  Li  en  ten  ont- Colon  el  Broailwell  to  General  Smith, 
dated  March  2,  lS«i4  ;  letter  of  Jnlee  Le  More  to  General  Smith,  dated  March  7,1864.) 

This  supplemental  claim  of  Messrs.  LeMori'&Co.  was  finally,  in  theensuing  March, 
referred  to  arbitrators,  T.  M.  Belknap,  ou  the  part  of  the  claiiuants,  and  Richard  Nn- 
gent,  chosen  by  Lieu  ten  an  t-C  clone  t  Broadwell.  It  appean  also  from  the  papers  filed 
m  this  cose  that  in  case  of  an  inability  to  come  to  o  deciHinn  the  arbitrators  were  an- 
tborifed  to  call  in  as  umpire  Mr.  Ulger  Laiine,  presidoft  of  the  Branch  Citizens'  Bank, 
whose  decision  should  be  final.  The  arbitrators  biding  onable  to  agree,  called  in  Mr. 
B.  H.  Wright  as  umpire,  Who,  together  with  Mr.  Nugent,  awarded  that  the  claim  of 
Mewra.  G.A.Le  More  ili  Co.  had  been  equitably  settled.  (See  letter  from  Colonel 
Broadwell  to  Messra.  Nugent  and  Belknap,  dated  March  9,  1B64 ;  ietter  of  Jules  Le 
Uoie  to  F.  K.  Belknap,  dated  March  10,  lSf&;  letter  of  Jnles  Le  More  to  Colonel  Broad- 
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well,  dated  March  11,  1S64 ;  letter  of  Jule*  he  Hon  to  Oeueral  Smith,  of  noie  date.) 
Afiamst  this  decisinn  and  the  action  of  the  arbttntoia  the  claimaiita  filed  th«t  pro- 
test.    (Seeprotest  of  JalesLe  More,  dated  March  13,  1BB4.) 

Sabaequeatlf  to  this  traiiBaotiou  the  olaimauts  received  fivm  Major  J.  A.  Buckner, 
in  pajaentof  the  order  of  Li  en  ten  ant-Colonel  Broad  well,  for  896  bales  of  cotton,  eiti- 
mated  at  45U  pounds  per  bale;  983  bales,  weighing  411^  pounds  average,  amoouting, 
at  30}  cents  per  pound,  to  $82,923.42;  323  balea  beine  on  the  plantation  of  A-Laian, 
near  Monroe,  La.,  on  the  Onaohita  River,  and  660  bales  oo  the  plantation  of  J.  T. 
Simmons,  near  the  same  place.  (See  receipt  of  Leon  Quejronze,  dated  MarchSf, 
1B64.)  On  the  3d  of  April  the  660  bales  last  mentioned,  and  on  the  10th  of  April  tbe 
323  bales  on  Lazare's  plantation  were  captured  b;  the  enemj'.  (See  letter  of  J.  T. 
Simmons  to  Jnles  Le  More,  dated  April  '3,  1964,  and  certitioate  to  A.  Leuiv, matted 
20.)  Before  the  capture  of  said  cotton  the  agent  of  the  olaimaute  had  gone  toOeo- 
eral  Smith  to  obtain  a  permit  to  export  said  cotton,  and  to  Qeneral  Tarlor  U>  obtain 
anthorLtf  to  remove  said  cotton  by  steamboat  brought  from  ^e  eoen^a  Unea,  wiiJi- 
ont  which  it  could  not  be  shipped  with  security.  (See  certificate  of  R.  W.  Bichaid- 
son,  marked  25.)  He  obtained  this  authority  on  tlie  5th  of  April  (seepenniUofOen- 
eiua  Smith  and  Taylor,  marked  16),  but  waa  not  able  to  return,  owing  to  the  fiMtof 
the  enemy,  before  the  cotton  was  captured.  (See  alHdBTit  of  A.  Lazaie,  daUd  April 
24,1864.) 

The  claimants  contend  that  as  the  permit  tVom  (Jeneral  Taylor  anthorifing  a  Fed- 
eral steamer  to  take  said  cotton  had  not  reached  them  beftre  said  oottOD  wwcap- 
tored,  that  the  transaction  between  the  Confederate  Government  orite  agent  and  Mid 
house  of  Le  More  A  Co.  had  not  been  completed,  and  there  was  not  socb  a  fall  and 
entire  delivery  of  the  cotton  aswonld  render  claimants  and  not  the  Coitfeder*te8ta(w 
liable  for  its  loss.     (See  affidavit  of  Jno.  Paraond  and  others,  marked  24.) 

The  lost  item  for  which  claim  is  made  is  for  t538.cl0,  being  the  valoe  of  a  draft  for 
2,694  francs  given  by  claimsnla  in  payment  of  the  export  dnty  on  896  bales  of  eotton. 

I  am  satisBed  that  the  claim  of  Le  More  A,  Co.  has  been  already  eqnitably  adjastsd. 
See  Indorsement  of  Colonel  Broadwell  on  letter  from  Leon  Queyrouse,  dated  Janaarr 
26,  H64 ;  letter  of  Colonel  Broadwell  to  M^or  Bnokner,  dated  Febmary  24,  IHM,  sod 
also  letter  of  Colonel  Bioodwell  to  General  Smith,  dated  March  90,  1S64. 

With  respect  to  refunding  the  export  duty,  1  concur  in  the  opinion  expnewd  bj 
Colonel  Broadwell,  indorsed  on  the  communication  of  J.  P.  HorrTa,  attorney,  deataiid- 
ing  the  refanding  of  the  dnty,  and  see  no  propriety  in  doing  bo.  This  claim  wasfollT 
satisfied  and  disoharged  when  the  parties  accepted  the938DaIes  of  cotton,  and  it  wu 
their  misfortune,  resulting  frtim  the  evils  of  war,  that  they  have  saffered  the  la«;  Ibt 
officers  of  the  ConfBderate  States  government  manifested  an  eameat  deeire  to  do  jos- 
tioe  to  the  parties,  and  used  every  exertion  to  that  end. .  I  oonoeive  that  the  Ooven- 
ment  is  fully  exonerated  from  all  demands  in  this  case. 

Treasury  Department,  Second  Auditor's  Office,  March  24,  1065. 

B.  W.  OfiAME, 

[bkdoiWfBHIlt.  ] 

Beportof  the  Second  Anditoi  on  theolMmof  C  A.LeHore&Co.,«f  HaTi«,naK«, 
for  olotb  fumiehed  Confederate  States. 

Reported  March  24, 1865. 

Received  by  Comptroller  March  2!i. 

Comptsollib's  OmCK,  JIfareh  29,  18SG. 

I  oononr  in  this  re^rt  that  this  claim  has  tieen  eonitably  adjasted  and  aettiei 
The  receipt  of  the  claimants'  authorized  agent  (dated  March  SS,  1B64)  wm  given  (a 
H^or  Bnokner,  who  waa  in  ohorge  of  the  ootton,  fbr  963  bales  of  cotton  "  on  the  banb 
of  the  Ouachita  River,  373  on  the  plantation  of  Hr.  Lezare,  parishof  Ooachita,  wideGO 
ou  the  plantation  of  Mr.  Thomas  Simmons,  in  the  parish  of  Caldwell,  under  an  order 
from  General  E.  K.  Smith,  which  is  in  payment  (with  the  provisos  annexed)  of  a 
•laim  of  Messrs.  J.  A.  Le  More  Si,  Co.  against  the  Confederate  States  to  the  ameanl 
of  t90,S58.42.  It  is  understood  that  if  the  cotton  is  destroyed  by  Confederate  aoldlsn 
or  citizens  whilst  in  the  lines  of  the  Confederate  States  the  Confederate  States  will 
owe  Messrs.  J.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  the  number  of  balsa  destroyed.  It  is  further  nndei- 
stood  that  in  receiving  the  983  bales  from  M^.  J.  A.  Buckner,  the  undersigned,  asdnf 
for  J..A.  Le  More  dc  Co.,  do  not  waive  or  abandon  the  right  or  claim  to  t^e3S4  Wm 
subn^itted  to  arbitration."  It  appears  to  me  that  tbifi  receipt  is  fall,  absolnte,  sad 
explicit  as  accepting  in  payment  of  their  claim  the  cotton  agreed  upon  at  the  plsco 
speai6ed  "  on  the  banks  of  the  Onachita  River." 

By  this  settlement  the  claimant  became  the  owner  of  the  ootton  and  oonld  have  sold 
it  to  other  parties  upon  the  order  of  Colonel  Broadwell,  ooeepted  by  UiOi"  Baokntt, 
who  was  in  charge  of  the  cotton  i  and  it  is  evident  that  the  olatmonti  no  Dodeirtood 
it,  for  they  were  then  making  arrangements  to  remove  U  in  a  t^erol  at 
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Rpqnently  tlie  captDre  of  the  cotton  wns  tbeir  Inag,  and  not  that  of  tbe  Confederate 
States,  and  the  QaveTniuent  of  the  United  States  is  manifeatly  responsible  to  the 
rlaimants  for  the  oapture  of  their  cotton.  Aa  to  the  award  of  the  orbttiators  npon 
the  324  bales,  and  the  objections  stated  bj  Hr.  Le  More  to  the  nmpire,  &c.,  it  is  un- 
dnnbt«Jly  the  province  of  the  arbitrators,  and  not  of  the  parties,  to  appoint  an  um- 
pire. In  the  appointment  made  in  this  case,  both  the  aibitrators  certify  that  they 
selected  Mr.  Wright  as  nmpire,  who  concurred  with  Mr.  Nngent  that  the  claim  was 
"  eqnitably  settled,"  Jbc,  and  Mr.  Belknap  appeare  to  have  acquiesced.  Id  regard  to 
the  export  dntiee,  for  which  the  claimants  K'^e  a  draft  for  2,694  franca,  there  can  be 
no  donbt  that  this  amount  shonld  be  refanded  when  it  is  shown  ttiat  the  draft  has 
been  paid,  or  the  draft  should  be  returned  to  the  claimants,  for  the  cotton  waa  not 
exported,  and  therefore  the  duties  not  being  justly  due  ttiust  be  refunded. 

LEWIS  CliUGER, 

Comptrotler. 


Trbsubt  DEPARTME^'T,  January  Iti,  1882. 
I  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  are  pbotoKfopbic  copies  of  papers  found  among 
the  books,  records,  papers,  and  doonmeuts  relative  to  traDHactioDH  of  or  with  the  late 
so-called  government  of  the  Coafederote  Htfttee,  now  iu  the  poeseesioii  of  this  depart- 
In  witness  whereof  I  bare  heraniito  set  my  band  aud  caused  Lhe  seal  of  (ho  Treas- 
nry  Departuieut  to  be  affixe<I  oo  the  day  and  year  first  above  written. 
[BKAL.]  CHA8  J.  FOLGER, 

Saoretory  of  tkt  TVAWHrs. 

The  Cou/rdtrate  Statei  to  Leoa  QiteyroHZf,  agent,  Dr. 

Jan«  3,  I»ti3 : 

For  .58  bales  military  gtav  cloth,  17,891  yards,  at  $3.54}  per  yard t63,453  4S 

14  bales  military  gray  cloth  (Sue),  4,294  yards,  at  M-O^  pet  yard 17,405  00 


I  certify  that  tbe  above  occouDt  is  correct  and  Just,  and  that  the  articles  have  been 
acconnted  for  on  my  property  return  fur  tbe  qoorter  ending  on  tbe  30tb  of  June,  1963. 
CHARLES  KUPELL, 
CW^  Qutirftmuuler,  Wat  Sub.  Jhttriet  of  Textu. 


LEON  QUEYROUZE. 
The  Confederate  Slatei  to  Leon  Queyrouze,  Dr. 
Jane  3,  IseS : 

For  58  balM  military  gray  clolh,  17,891  yards,  at  $3.54}  per  yard |63,453  42 

U  bales  military  gray  cloth  (fine),  4,1294  yards, at  |4.05i  per  vard 17,405  00 


0,668  43 


^i  oertify  that  the  abore  account  is  correct  and  Just,  and  that  the  articles  have  heeo 

acoonnted  for  on  my  property  return  for  the  qaarter  ending  on  the of ,  18&-. 

CHAS.  RUPELL, 
Chitf  QnanermiMtBr,  We>l  Stib.  Dutriot  of  Tezat. 

Received  at  Shreveport  tbe  20tb  of  Jannary,  im>4,  of ,  assistant  qnartennaa- 

t«r,  Confederate  States  army,  the  sum  of  |80  H58.42  in  full  of  tbe  above  account. 

LEON  QUEYROUZE. 
[Duplicate.  1 

Shskvkpobt,  La.,  MaroA  7, 1864. 
To  Lient.  Oen,  B.  Kirbt  Smith, 

Cvmmtmdtr  TroM-MUtitiijpfi  Department,  Bkreveport,  La.  .* 
Geiteral;  Hr.  Leon  Qneyronse,  oaragcnt.  being  absent  of  this  city,  I  hare  received 
the  documents  directed  to  him,  with  your  inaorMmeot  and  that  of  Lie  a  tenant-Colonel 
Broadwell. 

In  answer  to  both  of  those  indorsements,  I  have  the  honor  to  say  that  Lientenant- 
Colonel  Broadwell's  statement  of  (he  transaction  is  correct  as  it  is,  but  not  complete 
in  this :  Ist.  That  he  omits  to  say  that  w«  were  willing  to  settle  our  claim  at  the  rate 
H.  Ex.  '-'36 28 
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of  20|  oeut«  per  ponod  oa  the  footing  of  cotton  delivered  to  ub  at  BrowniTille  at  thkl 
rate,  thus  claituiug  for  tbe  difference  of  eipeuses  between  the  p.lacea  of  ddiTcc;. 

3d.  That  aiter  ;oiir  de]>nTture  from  thia  plaee  far  Teioe,  lilr.  L.  QaejTonie,  oar 
agent,  sod  ni^eelf  cnlled  on  Lientenant'Colonel  Broadwell  with  joax  order  for  Mttl*- 

metit,  with  the  couviclion  that  this  settlemeut  wonld  be  ea  here  above  Hiattd.  and 
formerly  nnderatood  in  onr  previous  conversBtioo  ;  but  when  we  fonnd  him  nnwilUiiE 
to  come  to  that  understand  id  g,  I  peraonallf  told  him  that  to  avoid  any  further  delij, 
Wf  would  accept  the  settlement  he  chosed,  to  wit,  69r<  bates  of  cotton,  protesting  tgi- 
hally,  and  subsequently  in  writing,  against  such  a  setttemeut  as  a  final  one,  ai  it  ^i- 
peara  by  Mr,  Leon  Qutyrouze's  letter  of  the  l!6tb  January,  and  indorsed  by  Licntnt- 
ant-Colonel  Broadwell  on  the  2Ttli,  advising  him  verbally  that  we  wonld  submit  the 
same  to  your  consideration  on  your  return,  aa  we  did  by  Mr.  Queyrouze's  letter  of  the 
39th  of  January,  in  which  he  refuted  the  accusation  of  speculation  on  our  nart 

Within  the  last  ten  days  Lientenant-Colouel  Broadwell  offered  us  a  settlement  (in 
an  uuofScial  manner)  by  drafts  on  Yankee  banks,  at  a  raM  which  was  not  acceptable 
for  such'fluctuoua  currency  as  greenback  a. 

Aa  to  the  offer  mentioued  in  Lieutenant-Colonel  B.'a  iudoraement  of  f  ISO)  in  spKir 
for  each  bale  of  cotton  given  to  ua  in  settlement,  he  haa  never  made  ub  auch  an  oBar, 
although  he  was  perfectly  aware  then  and  ever  since  we  first  saw  him  in  relatioo  Ut 
this  matter  that  we  were  desirous  to  get  here  the  amount  of  onr  claim,  with  intcml 
in  gold,  rather  than  staple.  The  only  offer  he  made,  and  that  not  in  a  buainen-likr 
manner,  was  (90  per  bale,  which  price  would  not  cover  the  principal  of  oar  claim. 
This  offer  was  only  made  since  Mr.  Queyronze's  letter  of  the  :29th  of  January  nm 
handed  to  yon. 

Another  fact  which  I  wish  to  submit  to  your  consideration  is  that,  altfaongh  tlit 
order  for  settlement  was  issued  on  the  23d  of  January,  1664,  althoneh  three  dsy> 
aftei'wards  we  accepted  as  on  account  and  under  protest  for  your  further  cousidiin- 
tion,  tbe  h9S  bales,  tbe  first  one  has  not  yet  been  delivered. 

As  I  am  mostly  aoxiocs  to  settle  this  claim  on  account  of  ourloss  on  that  trant- 
actiou,  and  so  as  to  avoid  any  further  misunderstand  ins,  I  would  respectfully  reqnMt 
of  you  an  iulcrvitrw  with  you  and  Lieutenant- Colonel  Broadwell,  so  as  to  relate  and 
establish  the  faut^s  in  whole,  and  tbns  obtain  a  final  decision.  Be  pleased  to  appDlnt 
the  most  cnnveiiieut  hour,  and  to  let  me  know  it,  care  of  Ulger  Lauve,  president  of 
the  Braucb  Bank  of  the  Cltixens. 

Feeling  deep)}'  sorry  for  all  the  trouble  that  I  ina;  have  unwillfnily  given  you,  I  am, 
general,  awaiting  your  answer, 

Yonr  most  respectfully  and  obedient  servant, 

JULES  Lb  MOSE. 

MoNKOB.  La.,  ifarck^  1661. 

Received  fron  Maj.  John  A.  Bnckner,  acting  in  behalf  of  the  Confederate  States 
of  America,  9B3  bales  of  cotton,  averaging  411  j  pounds  to  the  bale,  on  the  banks  nf 
the  Ouacbita  River;  323  bales  on  the  plantatiou  of  Mr.  Laxaro.  parish  of  Ouachita 
and  GCO  on  the  plantation  of  Mr.  Thomas  Simmons,  in  the  pariah  of  Caldwell,  nndrr 
an  order  from  Lieut.  Gen.  E.  Kirby  Smith,  which  is  in  paymect  (with  the  proTisoa 
annexed)  of  a  claim  on  the  part  of  Messrs.  J.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  of  France,  aninU 
tbe  Confederate  States,  to  the  amount  of  $80,658.43.  It  is  uuderatood  that  if  th> 
ootton,  or  any  part  of  ii.  be  deatroyed  by  Confederate  soldiers  or  oitisens  whilst  tl» 
cotton  ia  in  tbe  lines  of  the  Cou^dcrate  States,  the  Confederate  States  wiU  owv 
Ueasrs,  J.  A.  Le  More  Si,  Co.  the  number  of  balee  of  cotton  destroyed. 

It  is  further  understood  that  in  receiving  the  963  bales  of  cotton  from  M^.  Jokl 
A.  Buckner  the  undersif^ncd,  acting  for  and  in  behalf  of  J.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  afnrv- 
said,  do  not  waive  or  abandon  tlieir  right  or  claim  to  the  334  bales  of  cotton  whitk 
was  snbmitted  to  arbitration. 


Matauoros,  SaptoMisr  31,  IdM. 
Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell, 

Cki^  Cotton  Bureau,  prsssaf : 
Colonel;  You  are  aware  that  upon  your  order  on  Mi^.  John  A.  Buckner,  at  Uon- 
roe,  I  received  for  account  for  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  963  balsa  ef 
0OCt«a.    It  is  also  to  your  knowledge  that  said  cotton   baa  been  taken  and  earned 
Bway  by  the  Federal  forces  on  the  Ouachita. 

I  respectfully  ask  that  a  permit  of  the  same  quautity  of  bales  be  granted  tone  to 
export  the  same  by  the  Rio  Grande. 

In  hopes  that  yon  will  take  my  reqneat  in  oonsiderstion,  I  remain,  moM  re^wt- 
folly,  TOUT  most  obedient  seTvaat, 

L£01f  QU£TBOt»E. 


^dbyGooi^lc 
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Matamoros,  Stpttmber  21, 1864. 
Col.  W.  A.  Broadvell,  BrawniHIle : 
UoM aiEDR  ET  Ami  :  Ne  ponTaul  oliteuir  uDe  ptwse  poor  alier  CAnser  &v«c  70ub,  Je 

ftreoda  I>  liberty  de  vous  ^crire,  Je  ]e  faui  en  ftaafaiii  paroe  que  je  sais  qae  oette 
Migae  vous  est  biea  conaue,  et  auaiu  parceqae  je  denire  qae  cetle  lettre  Hoit  priv^  et 
HOD  officielle. 

Jt)  d^ire  VOU8  parler  dea  334  balles  de  cotou  que  je  r^cUmais  dans  le  tempa  en  com- 
pensation des  frais  ^nomius  qae  celles  repuea  en  paiemeiitdevaieut  oouh  occasioDuer. 

FtirmetteE-mfli,  Coloael,  d'appeler  votre  attention  ear  la  juatiire  de  cette  nlclamation. 
Elle  est  16i{itiiiie,  et  ai  le  Major  Jtiiaaoll,  k  qai  je  fie  la  vcute  de  drap,  avait  eu  du  cotou 
k  me  iluQQer  en  paiemeat,  dans  riut^rienr  dn. Texas,  an  lien  de  me  lellvter  &  BrownB- 
Tille,  il  m'aarait  donni  en  euH  dn  moutant  du  bill,  une  qnantit^  BufHHaute  ponr  lea 
frais  de  transport,  Ceat  ainai  qu'uu  a  i€%l6  pluaieurs  peraoiioea  dout  qnelques  unea 
■unt  encore  ici.  Fourquui  ferait-on  nne  difference  avec  nous !  Alora  que  peraunne  ue 
vonlait  rendre  an  goufcmenieut  antrement  que  pour  dn  comptaut,  je  n'ai  pas  hteitj 
4  IJTrer  mra  marchandises  aur  un«  prometiae  de  paiement  i,  90  jours. 

Gee  cnDsiddratlona,  Colonel,  I'^Dorme  perle  qne  Tiennent  de  faire  ct    

frais  de  rujage,  etc.,  ne  sout-elles  pas  suffisaotes  pour  qu'on  nous  traite  a 
•UBsi  bien  et  sur  le  mete  pied  qne  lee  anti-esT 

L.e  coton  nona  £tait  dfl  it  Brownville  i,  raison  de  20c.  &30^.  la  livre  te  3  septembre 
1863.  Je  soumetB  ceci  %  votro  Jnste  appreciation,  et  si  vons  croyez  qne  je  puisse  ob- 
tentr  JQBlice,  veuitlez  me  faire  savoir  dana  qnels  termea  je  dois  en  faire  In  deuiande. 

En  attendant  Totre  r€poase,je  suia,  n  


Matamoras,  .September  31,  1864. 
Col.  W.  A.  Broadwkll, 

Clu^  Cotton  B*rta»,  prnent : 
Couivti.:  Yon  are  aware  that  npon  yonr  order  upon  MaJ.  Job  n  A.  Buclmer,  at  Mon- 
roe, 1  receifed,  for  acconnt  of  Measra.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  98il  bales  of  cot- 
ton. It  ia  aim  to  jout  kuowledee  that  said  cotton  has  been  taken  and  carried  away 
by  tbe  Federal  foroes  on  the  Onaohita.  I  respectfully  ask  that  a  permit  of  the  same 
quantity  of  bales  be  granted  to  me  to'export  the  sauie  by_  the  Rio  Grande. 

In  hopee  tbat  yon  will  take  my  reqneet  in  eon  side  rat  ion,  I  remain,  moat  reapect- 
fnlly,  your  moat  obedient  aervant, 

LEON  quEYROUZE. 


.,  Fttneh  aad  American  Clai'mi  Commisaion  .■ 
reply  to  yonr  letter  of  the  Gtb  nltjmo,  1 1 

,  f  papera  relatioR  to  the  claim  of  Julea  Le  ,.._._. 

More,  and  Leon  Qiieyrouze  ra.  The  United  Btatea,  nhich  have  been  fumiataed  by  the 
8e«ratary  of  the  Treaeory. 

I  am,  air,  your  obedient  aervant. 


Inctoanre :  Ihe  certified  copies  which  acooDipanled  Treasury  letter,  dated  Janoary 
28,  18i». 

ICqpj.] 

Tricasurt  Depabtmbnt,  Jattuary  S8,  I8d3. 

6iR :  Referring  to  my  letter  of  tbe  I6th  instant,  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  faeT«- 
with,  in  ftirtber  response  to  tbe  request  of  Jobn  Davia,  eaq.,  aaaiatunt  counsel  of  tjie 
United  States  before  tbe  French  and  American  Claims  Commiaaion,  commnnicaled  in 

Bmr  letter  of  the  lltb  instant,  copies  of  snch  other  papers  aa  have  been  fonnd  in  tbe 
epartmeut,  relating  to  the  tianaaotions  of  Jnles  Le  Moi«,  G.  A.  Le  More,  and  Leon 
QuDyroaze. 

Very  respectfnUy. 

CRAS.  J.  FOLQER, 

Anvlary. 


Gi.>oi^[c 
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UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA. 

Treasury  Depabtkent,  Jantuirg  2i,  ISS. 
I  hereby  certify  that  tbo  BDnexed  are  tme  copies  of  papers  found  among  the  booka, 
reeorde,  papers,  and  docamente  relative  to  tianaactioiui  of  or  with  tba  late  so-called 
OoTernment  of  the  Coufederate  Btates,  now  in  the  posHession  of  thin  Department. 

Id  nitnesa  whereof  I  have  herennlo  set  m;  hand  and  cftoaed  tbe  seal  of  theTieasoi^ 
Department  to  be  afBied  on  the  day  and  year  first  above  written. 

[SEAL.]  CHA8.  J.  FOLOEB, 

SeereUtrf  of  IMe  Ihonr). 

[HsKdqnnrtert  Tisni-MlHlutppt  DeiiartniEint,  ofBce  of  the  Cotton  Bnreaa.) 

ShrevePobt,  JanMorg  SO,  18G4. 
Mesere.  Q.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  ■>/  Bavrt: 

Gentlrmen:  I  have  the  honor  to  return  you  the  certified  acconnt  of  M^j.  Cbarit* 
Bnsseli  for  |(<0,e&B.42,  with  the  accompanying  papers.  1  will  talte  up  the  accoMii 
with  cott4>n  at  'Mi  ceuta  per  pound  if  directed  to  do  ho  by  the  department  cominandR, 
The  point  of  delivery  will  be  made  known  as  soon  as  he  approves  euch  m  settlcnMiil 
of  yonr  claim. 

Very  respectfnily,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  A.   BROADWELL, 

Lifttentui  t'  CoIm«(. 


[IndoiHm«t.1 

I  can  give  you  the  cotton  here  or  on  Bed  Biver,  or  I  can  direct  Mqjor  UcEee,  il 
Alexandria,  to  take  up  the  account  with  any  cotton  he  bas  nearest  the  enemy'e  lint*; 
or  if  Major  Buckner  thinks  be  can  meet  a  requisition  for  a  thousand  bales  I  will  dn* 
on  him. 

W.  A  B. 

jAimAET  23,  ISU. 
Until  other  parties  have  bad  their  Aill  quota  designated  it  will  be  difficult  todecidt 
the  above,  but  in  a  few  days  after  my  arrival  at  Monroe  will  be  able  to  give  a  defi- 
nite reply. 

JOHN  A.  BUCKKEB, 

Jfitjor  and  A.  J.  G. 

Shreveport,  La.,  JanMarg  21,  IMi. 
Lient.  Qen.  E.  Eirbt  Smith, 

Comntanding  Department  of  Tran*-Mi»i.,  Mrereporl,  La. : 

Ocmeral  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  you  the  receipt  of  Captain  Wert"! 
commnnioation  of  date  to  Lieutenant- Colonel  Hutchings.  in  answer  to  mydenund 
for  a  final  settlement  of  my  claim  for  an  invoice  of  cloth  delivered  to  H^.  C.  BiukU, 
quartermaster  at  Brownsville,  on  the  3d  of  June,  166R.  TbU  commnnicatiou  leavn 
me  in  the  nnme  uncertainty  as  T  was  before  I  undertook  the  long  and  tiresome  trip  la 
uoiuD  here,  thus  acting  accordingly  with  instnictiona  and  anggestions  of  Captain  Dn- 
'  oavflt,  who  affirmed  me  that  I  would  obtain  justice  from  you. 

Lieutenant-Colonel  Broadwell,  after  a  careful  osaraiuatioii  of  my  claim,  and  tb« 
papers  appertainiug  to  it,  gave  me  a  latter  by  which  he  confirmed  that  be  was  rMdj 
to  Buttle  with  me.  In  the  conversation  he  alluded  to  a  settlement  of  my  elsiiD  in 
specie  instead  of  cotton,  which  I  am  willing  to  accept.  I  had  then  all  reasons  to  U- 
lieve  that  I  had  come  to  the  end  of  my  troubles,  but  the  communication  allnded  to 
here  above  in  placing  my  claim  in  a  general  [mint  of  view,  deelinea  mtj  the  lighl  of 
priority  to  which  I  am  entitled,  and  in  referring  nie  to  the  cotton  bnreaa  at  Bonauo. 
deprives  me  even  of  the  hope  of  getting  a  final  settlement,  the  ohief  of  Chat  bntWD 
being  unable  to  settle  it  without  a  special  order  from  yon,  Lientananl-Ccdoiiri 
Broadwell  ia  ready,  upon  your  order,  to  settle  my  voucher  by  an  equivalent  in  eotloa; 


therefore,  I  beg  leave  of  you,  general,  to  reconsider  the  matter  and  anthoriie  CaloDtl 

B,  to  settle  with  me,  or  if  not  compatible  with  your  views,  to  give  r -  '-'  ~''" 

for  an  immediate  settlement  with  Lieutenant-Colonel  Hntehlags. 


o  settle  with  me,  or  if  not  compatible  with  your  views,  to  give  me  a  special  ordat 

tn  immediate  settlement  with  Lieutenant-Colonel  H□te^' 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  your  most  obedient  servant, 


LEON  QUETBODZE. 


Xioo^^lc 
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SlIRRVEPORT,  La.,  Januarn  36,  ld64. 
I  thiB  daj  ackiio«!edf>e  to  have  receive«l  ttova  Lieut.  Col.W.  A.  Broadvell  an  order 
npoD  UbJ.  J.  A.  Buckn^r  for   (H9H)  eiebt  hmidred  and  uiaetv-cight  bales  of  cotton  in 

Ioyment  of  the  certified  account  of  MaJ.  Chaa.  Sussell  for  |aO,H&e.43,  as  ordered  bj- 
i«a tenant- Qaneral  Smith  io  his  indorsoment  npou  this  inatrument.    Tbe  order  for 
tbe  cotton  ia  made  in  favor  J.  A.  Lo  &Iore  &.  Co. 

LEON  QUEYROUZE. 
[No.  56.] 

(EDdOTMDWDta.  I 

Note. — H^.  Backnrr  is  authorized,  hhoald  the  cotton  need  in  payment  be  foandto 
weigh  ieaa  than  450  ponnda  per  bale,  to  deliver  enough  ailditional  to  bring  the  qnan- 
titf  ap  to  that  average. 

W.  A.  B. 

{Hudqiurten  Tiuu-MIh.  Dvputmcnt.] 

Srrbvkport,  January  22,  1664. 
Llent.-Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell,  chief  of  the  cotton  bnrran,  will  pay  the  ccrtlBed  ao- 
connt  of  Mi^.  Chas.  Rnssell  for  about  $HO,000  in  cotton  at  !2(H  L-enta  per  pound. 
.  A  permit  to  export  cotton  Ihua  acqaiKd  will  be  iaaued  upon  payment  of  the  duty 
leqnired  by  law. 

By  command  of  Lientenant-Qeneral  E.  Eirby  Smith. 

GEO.  WILLIAMSON, 

M^.  and  A.  A.  S. 

[BMidqaartan  Tmu-HiHlulppI  Deputmsiit,  Offlee  of  the  Cottos  Bnnan.) 

Sbekvepoht,  1,4-,  January  26,  1864. 
U^j.  J.  A.  BncENKR, 

Amitlant  Iiupector  Qentral,  Mtmrot,  La.: 
Major  :  Ton  have  herewith  tha  application  of  Meoara.  O.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.,  of 
Havre,  to  obtain  a  aettlement  of  a  claim  ilue  tbem  by  tbe  Governinent,  payable  In 
sold  at  Brownsville,  or  cotton  at  apeoie  value,  upon  which  is  indorsed  au  order  from 
Lientenant-Qeneral  Smith  to  pay  tbe  same  in  cotton  at  UO)  centa  per  pound. 
This  debt  is  in  tbe  ahape  of  the  certiflpd  account  of  Mt^.  Chas.  RusHell  for  $80,658,42. 
In  order  to  cover  the  aame,  facilitate  delivery,  and  make  a  Utieral  eettlenient  with 
tbt-ae  gentlemen  it  haa  be«n  deteruiined  here  to  average  the  weipbt  of  the  cotton  at 
450]bB.  per  bale.     Say  (B98)  eight  hundred  and  ninety-eight  LaleH  of  cotton,  which 
yon  will  deliver  to  Hesara.  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  or  tbctr  authorized  representative, 
oat  of  any  Bovernment  cotton  nnder  your  control,  not  already  disposed  of,  nearest 
tbe  enemy's  lines  at  tbe  Hisaisaippi  River. 

An  order  nil!  be  iaaned  from  departOient  headquarters  exempting  this  898  baiee  of 
ctftton  from  deetrnctiou  by  our  forces. 

Very  reapectfoUy,  your  obedient  servant, 

H.  A.  BROADWELL, 
Lituleitaiit-Coloiuil  aud  Cki^fof  Cotton  Bwrea*, 

M^or  Buokner  delivered  983  balea  of  cotton  on  tbia  order,  weighing  411}  ponuda 
average;  the  weisht  waa  computed  at  460  ponnda  when  tbe  estimate  or  8^  bales  waa 

W.  A.  B. 

IHssdqnuben  Trua-lfiulsdppI  I>rp«tmetit,  ottM  ot  the  Cotton  Banau.) 

SiiRRVKPOHT,  La.,  Janitors  26,  1864. 
H«ior  J.  A.  Bdckhkr, 

Atiiltmt  IiupeotOT-Gtitaral,  Monroe,  La, : 

Uajob:  Yoa  have  herewith  the  application  of  HeMire.  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of 
Havre,  to  obtain  a  settlement  of  a  claim  due  them  by  the  Qorernment  payable  in  gold 
at  Brownsville,  or  cotton  at  specie  value,  upon  which  ia  indorsed  an  order  from  Lien- 
tenant-Qeneral Smith  to  pay  the  same  in  cotton  nt  2<4  couta  per  pound.  This  debt  ia 
in  tbe  shape  of  the  certiHod  account  of  Major  Chas.  Rusfiell,  tor  2uu,B.^.42. 

In  order  to  cover  the  same,  facilitate  delivery,  and  make  a  liberal  settlement  with 
these  gentlemen,  it  baa  been  determined  here  to  average  the  weight  of  the  cotton  at 
450  pounds  per  bale,  say  898  bales  of  cotton,  which  you  will  deliver  to  Hepsni.  G.  A. 
Le  More  &.  Co.,  or  their  authorized  representatives,  out  of  any  Government  cotton 
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bales  of  cotton  from  <leatrucl.ioa  by  out  forces. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obcoieat  servaat, 

W.  A.  BROADWELL, 
LitHlenant-Colonel  and  Ciatf  0/  Cotton  £■««•>. 
Official : 

W.  C.  BLACK, 
Captain  aiwl  J$rUlant  QnerUrBtaitv. 

Uqjot  Backnet  delivered  983  bales  of  cotton  on  U)is  order,  weighing  4111  poandi 
average ;  the  weight  iraa  compensated  at  450  pounds  nben  the  estimate  of  t£te  balei 

"  ""  ^'  W.  A.  B. 

Official ; 

W.  C.  BLACK, 
Captain  and  Attittant  QnartermMUr. 

(No.  IMT.    HasdqnktWn  Tnus-Uiululppl  Depirfanant.] 

Sbkkvkpokt,  La.,  Jan^mry  39,  1864. 


Colonrl:  In  reply  to  yonr  letter  of  this  dat«,  Htatine  "Mewiii.  G.  A.  Le  Uore  A 
Co.  Infonu  you  tbey  have  not  the  coin  to  pay  tbe  eipoTt  duty  ou  the  cotton  acqnind 
lit  f.hpin  fmm  the  Goveminept,  e98  bales,''  aud  stating  yon  "  have  said  to  them  job 
infomiing  to  the  law  unless  yon  (I)  aiilhortze  you  to  take  his  exchiap 


Smith  would  approve,  under  the  circumstances,  of  yoor  scceptiii^  tbe  eicbsntce  ii 
of  the  coin,  I  am  iinn-illing  to  assome  tbe  respousibility  of  giving  any  order  in  Uu 
matter  in  his  name  without  speoial  instructions. 
Very  respectfully,  rour  obedient  servant, 

GEO.  WILLIAMSON, 
Major  and  Jeting  AttUUint  QuarltrmitUr. 
Lien  tenant-Colon  el  Broadwrll, 

Chief  0/  Collon  Bitrtau,  Skreveport,  La. 

Hba]>quastbb8  Coiton  Buseau, 

Skreveport,  La.,  .7a n vary  129,  ldS4. 
Kespectfally  referred  to  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  Hon  &  Co. 

W.  A.  BROADWELL. 

LicMieiiant-  CsIsmI. 

(ludorsement  0  Returned.  We  have  not  tbe  coin  and  tbe  arrangements  fall  tbroDub 
Dnless  yon  can  take  a  draft  or  security  for  payment  of  tbe  duly  here  within  nilf 
days.     Pp.  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.    Jules  Le  More. 

jHcadqnmrtrn  Tnna-Mlnisnppl  BcpsrtiDSBt,  otllee  a/  tbe  Cotton  Bamw.] 

Shrevei^bt  La.,  Jlarek  9, 1361. 
Genkral:  Mpfwrs.  Q.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  presented  to  me  on  the  20th  of  Januiir 
M^j.  Cbarlra  Ru^uell's  certified  account  for  $S'>,^>.4J,  which  they  said  ouj;hl  to  ban 
been  paid  some  lime  siucein  cottou  at  2(4  cents  per  pound.  They  werp  infonnrdtbsl 
if  yon  directed  it  I  would  pay  tbeniiu  any  cotton  under  my  control  at  :A)1  cents,  which 
they  signiliwl  a  williugneas  to  accept,  requested  Die  to  make  tbe  proposition  m  writ' 
ing,  and  that  tbey  would  show  it  to  you,  and  endeavor  to  procure  your  oriler  apon 

In  reply  to  their  application  to  this  effect  they  were  referred  by  Captain  Wrat  to 
Colonel  lintchiugs,  aKaiiiat  which  they  remonstrated,  aud  urtred  vou  to  iiennit  Ihii 
debt  settled  by  nie.     Whereupon  yon  ordered  a 
at  ^i  cents  per  |tonnd  in  cotton,  said  cotton  to 
petiuit  to  export. 

Subsequently,  after  yon  left  for  Honston,  Messrs.  Le  More  &,  Co.  complaiaed  that 

they  were  not  given  enough  cntlou.    Tbey  were  informed  that  the  896  bales  of  tottsa 

given  them  in  payment  would  tiring  at  (100  per  bole  specie  (which  price  has  been  r>- 

peatedl^v  nOered  you),  uearly  tlli.tW  more  than  tbe  certified  account  of  M^JorBaswlt- 

\  eiv  respectfullv,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  A.  BROADWELL, 

Zisatc— al-CuiswC 
Lientenaat-General  Skits. 
Official: 

W.  C.  BLACK, 
C«plala  aa4  JmMmI  QaarlirMitff. 
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On  the  26th  of  January,  three  days  prior  to  the  date  of  this  letter,  I  settled  witli 
Hensrs.  Le  More  &  Co.,  and  took  up  the  indebtedness  of  the  Qovemmeul  by  a  draft 
on  Major  Buckner  for  BUd  hales  cotton,  for  which  we  have  been  offered  in  gold,  or  its 
e<)n)valent,  (120  per  bale— 1 107,7 66.  Messrs.  Le  More  &.  Co.  claini  in  (hie  letter  only 
tdO,85b.4J  and  interest.  The  diff'srence  between  the  amount  tliey  claim  nnd  th» 
ftmoant  the  cotton  can  be  sold  for  will  cover  all  the  daina;;e8  aastained  by  the  delay. 
I  olFered  to  pay  these  gentlemen  in  checks  of  the  Canal  &.  Citizeua'  Bauk,  at  60  per 
«ent.  disconnt,  when  gold  was  quoted  at  59  premium.  1  never  bad  an;  order  to  nettle 
tbelr  claim  for  damages.  I  did  not  know  they  claimed  any  damafjns  at  the  time  1  re- 
quested the  general  to  order  the  Russell  account  settled  in  cotton  at  20^  cents  pec 
pontid,  bat  inpposed  that  the  settlement  ordered  by  General  Smith  was  satisfaotory 
ftnil  would  prove  final. 


N.  B.  The  receipt  of  Leon  Qiieyrouae,  agent  of  Messrs.  Le  More,  shows  that  933 
bales  of  cotton  were  delivered.  Tiiisoicess  in  the  number  of  bales  was  caused  hy  the 
duGciency  in  weight  of  the  698  aa  stated  above. 

W.  A.  B. 

COTTOK  BiTREAU,  SnKEVEPORT,  March  B,  1S64. 
Heasrt.  R.  Svaxm  and  J.  T.  Bblkmap  : 

Obmtlemen  ;  With  the  consent  of  Mr.  Le  More  yon  are  designttted  hy  Lieutenont- 
Oeneral  Smiih  to  determine  the  merita  of  Home  deoiaiids  made  l)y  Le  More,  which  he 
will  explain  to  you.  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  the  papers  relating  thereto,  and  will 
tbaok  yon  to  record  your  decision  on  tbeback  of  thin  paper. 

Sbould  any  information  desired  by  yon  be  omitted,  I  will  gladly  supply  the  defi- 
cient. 

It  is  proper  to  add  that  M)^.  J,  A.  Bnckner  informed  these  gentlemen  in  my  preo- 
ence  that  he  was  prepared  to  give  the  cotton  which  they  had  selected  after  personal 
ezsnutiation. 

Very  reipeotfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  A.  : 

I  send  this  by  Capt.  W.  C.  Black,  who  will  represent  the  Oovemment. 
If  yon  ore  nnable  to  agree,  please  select  some  thiid  party  whose  decision  will  be 
SnaL 

W.  A.  B. 

[iDdaraeineiiCa.  ] 

CoTTOii  BuRXAD,  8BRBVEF0RT,  JforcA  10,  1864. 
Respectfally  referred  to  Brig.  Oeo.  W.  B.  Boggs,forhisinforraation,  that  the  case  of 
Le  More  &.  Co.  has  been  finaUy  settled  in  accordance  with  the  mauoer  proposed  by 


Upon  examination  of  the  papers  presented  in  Ibis  case,  we  decide  that  the  cluiin  of 
Hessrs.  Le  More  A  Co.  has  been  equitably  settled. 
Shreveport,  March  10,  1864. 

RICHARD  NUGENT. 
H.  M.  WRIGHT, 

Umpirt. 
H.  M.  Wright  was  selected  by  us  as  the  third  pa 

Subkveport,  March  10, 1864. 

Upon  examination  of  the  documents  referred  to  within,  it  ismy  opinion  that  Messrs. 
Le  More  A.  Co.  have  no  farther  claim  on  this  department,  as  exhibited  by  the  receipt 
of  M^].  Charles  Rnssell's  certified  account,  without  prejudice  to  any  claim  they  may 
bare  against  the  Confederate  States  Ooverament  at  Richmond  for  difference  in  de- 
livery of  cotton  p9id  them. 

J.  T.  BELKNAP. , 
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Shkevxpobt,  La.,  .Varct  11, 1861. 
Col.  W.  A.  Broao'kk.li.,  Shrerepor I: 

Colonel:  HaviiiR  beard  from  Mr.  Belknap,  my  arbitrator  in  the  case  pending  be- 
tween as,  that  Le  cannot  come  to  an  undenitaDding  with  your  own  arliitTalor,  Ml. 
Nugent,  tlierefoTo  I  requeat  tbaC  Mr.  Ul^er  Laiive,  preaident  o(  the  Bnnch  Citiieni' 
Bank,  may  be  culled  to  decide  the  question,  as  it  was  agreed  by  Lient.  Gen.  £.  Kirbj 
Smith  in  our  interview  witb  bini  on  the  ^Ih  iuslant. 
Seapectfull;,  your  obedient  Berrant, 

JULES  LE  MORE. 

Shbbveport,  La.,  MartAll.lsU. 
To  Lieut.  Gen.  E.  Eirby  Smith, 

Connatiditig  Department  jyani-Hiiiiiiippi,  Shmeporl: 
Gbnbrai.:  Hearing  at  tbis  very  moment  that  Meaars.  Belknap  and  Nngent.  aibi- 
trators  appointed  to  decide  in  the  case  pendini^  between  Colonel  Broadwell  and 
myself  could  uot  conje  to  an  agreemeut,  Mr.  Wright  Lappening  to  come  in  Coloocl 
B.'b  office,  was  called  to  give  his  opinion,  when  it  was  nuileratoud  in  your  preoence 
that  in  case  Messrs.  Belknap  and  KngenI  could  not  come  to  a  definite  cnnclnaion,  Mr. 
Uiger  Lauve  would  be  called  as  an  umpire.  1  would  therefore  reignest  of  yon,  geo- 
eral,  that  yon  would  uiaintAtn  the  agreement  made  before  yun. 
Respectfully,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

JULES  LE  MOKE. 
(IndoTwnneDt. ) 

Cotton  Bureau,  Sbretrport,  Marek  11,  ISU. 
ReBpectfblly  returned.    Mr.  Le  More  addraaeed  a  similar  letter  to  me,  to  which  I 
made  the  following  reply : 

Mr.  Jtra.B8  Lb  More; 

Dear  Sir:  In  reply  to  your  favor  of  this  dale  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  ynn  ibM 
the  case  to  which  yon  refer  was  disposed  of  vciterday  in  accordance  with  your  ovn 
proposition  and  the  nsnal  manner  of  adjustinff  snch  difficulties.  All  the  facts  wc 
clearly  expressed  in  writing  by  the  report  of  the  Commission,  a  copy  of  which  I  beg 
permission  to  inclose.  The  original  i^  filed  at  department  beadqnarters  for  the  infor- 
m»tion  of  Lienten ant-General  Smith.  Mr.  Lauve  i^  a  gentlemnn  for  whom  I  BDt<r- 
tain  very  high  respect,  but  I  donbt  whether  he  would  consent  to  act  in  a  case  of  thii 
descriplion,  wherein  yon  claim  the  extraordinary  privilege  of  selecting  two  oat  of 
three  persons  to  determine  your  own  case, 

Hoping  this  explanation  will  prove  satisfactory,  I  have  the  honor  to  announce  that 
this  case  will  not  be  reopened  with  my  consent. 

W.  A.  BBOADWELL. 

Liattenan  I-CmouI- 

San  Antonio,  Tex.,  June  23, 1S6(. 
Sir  ■■  In  reply  to  yours  of  this  date,  I  bavo  the  honor  to  state  that  the  pnrchase  of 
gray  cloth  from  you  was  made  witb  the  expectation  of  paying  for  the  same  in  cot- 
ton to  be  delivered  at  Brownsville,  Tex.,  at  its  market  value  on  the  day  of  delivery. 
If  the  cotton  bad  been  delivered  to  yon  at  any  point  in  the  interior  of  Texas  or 
dsewhere,  I  should  either  have  charged  its  specie  value  at  the  place  of  deliver; 
or  the  Brownsville  price,  less  the  cost  of  transportation  from  the  place  of  thedelive^ 
to  Brownsville.  I  certainly  shoald  uot  expect  you  to  receive  cotton  on  theBroKwor 
.    at  San  Antonio  at  Brownsville  prices. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant. 


Matauoras,  Stplmtber  19,  laM. 
Col.  W.  A.  Broadwbll, 

Chief  CotUm  Bureau,  Skrereport: 
CoLOKKi.:  Some  months  ago  Mr.  J.  Le  More  gave  yon  a  draft  on  Mesars.  O.  A.  Ls 
More  &,  Co.,  of  Havre,  for  the  sum  of  2,694  francs,  being  the  amount  of  export  dntii* 
on  cotton,  for  which  you  gave  an  order  on  M^.  John  A  Buckner,  at  Monroe. 

Said  cotton  having  been  seized  by  the  Federal  forces  on  the  OnooMtft,  I  lespMt- 
fiiUy  beg  of  jou  that  said  draft  be  returned  to  me. 
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In  m;  abaence  jon  would  oblige  me  vety  mnch  b;  hnnding  it  to  Hr.  John  Lannee^ 
or  aendiiif  '"  ' ' " *" 


■eQoefroDze,  Tertron. 
ir  obedient  M 


Very  respBctfiilly,  vouroL , 

LBON  QUETBOUZE,  Agent. 
(IndonemeDta.l 


RMpectfoll;  refrrred  to  Hon.  P.  M.  Gray,  apant  of  the  Treaaurj.  DopBrtraant,  whi> 
18  infonned  tbat  by  dii*otion  of  the  comamndmif  g«neral  I  ordered  M^or  Bockner  to 
liqatdate  an  indebtedoem  of  Maj.  Cbarlus  Ruwell  of  about  |8O,O0O,  due  io  specie,  with 
cotton  east  of  tUo  Ouachita  River,  witbin  a  abort  distance  of  Natchez.  No  militair 
force  was  present  to  destroy  cott^m  in  tbe  seoCioii  where  thin  wna  located,  and  tbla 
cotton,  with  some  other  paniela,  fell  into  tbe  hands  of  the  enemy. 

With  tbe  approval  of  beadqoarteni  and  in  tbe  alisenoe  of  any  oollector  of  oustoms,  I 
took  froiB  Uessn.  LeMore,  as  theybadnocoin,  a  draft  upon  Havre  for  the  export  duty. 
The  snmttas  deposited,  witb  all  other  export  dutien  collected  by  me,  in  the  depository 
at  Shreveport,  La.,  to  tbe  credit  of  the  ireaBury  C.  8.  Under  the  oircumstances,  aa 
the  partiea  claim  to  have  lost  the  cotton,  it  may  he  right  to  return  this  money.  The 
facta  are  ptvsentad  and  tbe  decision  of  Judge  Gray  is  resoeotfnllv  asked. 

W.  A.  BKOAUWELL, 

Lieutatant-  Colonel. 

C.  8.  TREA8URT  AOENCT,  NoeonbtT  9,  1864. 
Tbe  bill  of  exchange  was  irregularly  deposited  in  theTreasnry.    It  mayberetiinied 
to  the  depositor  and  he  caD  decide  to  whom  It  belongs. 

P.W.  GE4T, 
Agent  Treaeurg. 
Baceived  at  agoDcy,  October  29,  1364. 

COTTOM  BlIRBAD,  SbRZVEPOKT,  La., 

Deoember  ^,\m*. 
Thia  is  to  certify  tbat  on  tbe  22d  dav  of  March,  l»64, 1  delivi^red,  through  Mqj.  J.  A. 
Bnckner,  to  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  Prance,  DSi  bales  of  ootton  oa 
Ouachita  Biver,  and  received  by  them  in  payment  of  the  certified  account  of  MoJ. 
ChsrlM  Bnssell  for  itiO,BiiH.4'J.  This  cotton  was  delivered  by  MaJ.  John  A.  Buokner, 
acli  ag  under  ancbority  from  this  otflce  ;  all  of  which  is  evidenced  by  the  receipt  of 
Leon  Qneyrouxe,  ageut  of  Messrs.  Le  More  &  Co. 

W.  A.  BBOADWELL, 

Lieu  fmon  t-  Colonel. 

Cotton  Bureau,  Shrevepokt,  La., 

Deatmber  'X,  1864. 
Thieis  to  certify  tbat  oq  the  22d  day  of  March,  1864, 1  delivered,  tbrough  MaJ.  J. 
A.  Baokner,  to  Messrs.  O.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  of  Havre,  France,  98.1  bales  of  cotton  on 
Oaacbita  Biver,  and  which  was  received  by  tbem  in  payment  of  the  certified  account  of 
M^.  Charles  Bussell  for  |>^,S58,4a.  TbU  cotton  wa«  delivered  by  Maj.  John  A.  Buok- 
ner, aetlngnnderanthorit.yftvm  this  office;  allof  which  is  evidenced  liy  the  receipt  of 
Leon  Qaeyrouze,  agent  of  Messrs.  Le  More  A  Co. 

W.  A.  BBOADWELL, 

Lieu  ten  an  I-Calmul. 
lOffliw  for  tlw  SetUement  of  Im.  CUlmL  1 

Shrevepobt,  La.,  Decenier  SI,  18G4. 
Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Bboadwkll, 

Ckiffoftie  Cotton  Bureau,  Shreveport,  La. : 

Sir  :  By  a  letter  of  Mataraoraa,  December  1,  1864,  Mr.  Leon  Qneyrouxe,  agent  of 
G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  Havre,  Frauoe,  request  me  to  ask  you  to  deliver  me  a  certilicata 
in  dnplioate,  signed  and  attested  before  a  notary  public  in  Louisiana,  specifying  that 
the  830  bales  of  ootton  (delivered  by  you  or  your  agent)  are  the  }ionafide  property  of 
Uessra.  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  of  Havre,  Prance. 

Be  pleased  to  forward  it  to  my  office,  Telegraph  Bnildings,  at  your  earliest oonven' 
i^noe,  aa  Mr.  Queyronse  is  very  anxious  to  have  it  as  promptly  as  possible. 

1  am,  sir,  awaiting  yonr  answer,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  si 
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Bhbkvzport,  La.,  Jamiatj  S,  18GG. 
Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Broaditbix,  preiml: 

Colonel  :  Plense  to  aigo  the  dnplicftte  of  yoai  cartiAcato  for  Leon  QQeyronu  ud 
O.  A.  L«  More  Sl  Co.,  as  they  reqaeat  me  to  aenil  Ihem  in  dnplicKte. 
You  will  obtigA,  rSBpeotfully,  yoni  obedient  seTTsnt, 

A.  E.  LASALLE. 

lOffiM  chief  qnwtarmMlflr,  flntdlTialon  of  TeiH.) 

FoftT  Bbqwm,  OeUiber  30, 1SG3. 

SiK!  Yonr  comiuDnication  of  33d  instant,  inclosing  a  letter  addressed  to  yen  from 
the  parties  you  represented  In  the  sale  of  gray  cloth  to  the  government,  v»a  receiicd, 
knd  I  leply  as  follows  :  At  the  time  this  purchase  was  made  by  me  it  was  baaed  opoa 
the  expectation  that  the  cotton  purchased  by  M^or  Uart  for  the  liqnidatioo  of  gor- 
emment  indebtedneaa  at  thia  place,  and  represented  by  that  officer  t*  rouU,  woald 
rive  within  the  time  specified  (90  days).  In  this  I  was  disappointed,  and  am  nuabli 
to  give  an;  satisfactory  reason,  mure  than  the  impossibility  of  procuring  transporta- 
tion. This  is  all  the  information  (hat  Ihavefrom  Major  Hart  ou  the  subject.  Thedisip- 
poiutment,  therefore,  is  attributable  to  offlcers  in  the  interior,  and  not  myself.  Being 
anxious  to  meet  this  payment,  as  well  as  all  my  tudebtedoess  on  account  of  t^c  goT- 
«mment,  and  u  poo  yourstatemeutsas  to  yournecessities,  I  promised  to  turn  over  to  ymi 
60  bales  of  cotton  to  meet  your  immediate  wants.  I  told  yon  at  the  time  that  m; 
orders  were  special  in  recard  to  cotton  impressed  by  me,  but  in  consideration  of  jent 
■ituation  I  iroiild  make  the  payment. 

About  this  time  I  started  to  Houston  with  a  nropoaition  which  I  hoped  would  eniblf 
me  to  realize  a  suiliciuncy  in  cosh  to  make  all  our  paymenta  on  my  retam,  and  Itfl 
-orders  with  my  successor  to  trausferto  you  the  60  bales  of  cotton  that  IpromiMd  yoo. 
During  my  absence  an  order  from  Li eutenant-Gleneral  Smith  arrived,  of  which  IIedcv 
'  uothiug  before  I  left,  and  a  vessel  loaded  with  ordnance,  which  reqnired  all  the  cot- 
ton 10  be  had  to  meet ;  hence  the  60  bales  intended  for  yon  woa  directKl  to  these  pni- 
pooes.  It  is  hardly  necessary  for  me  to  say  that  I  regret  these  disAppointments,  bat  I 
am  at  the  same  time  conscious  that  it  is  attributable  to  causes  beyond  my  coDtiol.  and 
feel  that  no  blame  can  be  attributed  to  me.  My  proposition  at  Honston,  of  whielil 
bave  spolien  above,  met  with  the  approval  of  the  major-general  commanding,  bat  the 
failure  of  the  orgauization  of  the  cotton  bureau,  by  which  all  our  indebtedneaa  vat  to 
be  paid,  rendered  the  consummation  of  my  plana  impossible,  aod  I  was  forced  to  re- 
turn to  meet  my  creditors  with  the  oft-repeated  prouiiae  that  I  would  as  aoon  as  po«- 
sible  pay  them  up.  It  is  hardly  necessary  for  me  to  say  that  my  anxiety  to  pa;  the 
TndebteiineNS  of  the  governuient  is  scarcely  equaled  by  that  of  the  creditors  to  r»- 
«eive  it ;  but,  sir,  I  am  dependent  on  others,  and  can  only  act  in  conformity  wich  their 
plans.  In  re){a.rd  to  your  several  propositions  for  a  aettlement,  I  can  only  aay  that  I 
am  not  prepared  to  accede  to  either  at  present,  but  renew  my  promises  that  M  tooD 
as  I  powiible  can  I  will  pay  this  debt. 

Keepecl[\illy,  your  obedient  servant, 

CHARLES  RUSSELL, 
Major  and  Qmtrlermatkr. 

Mr,  Leon  Queybouze,  Brotpngvilh. 

Official: 

W.  C.  BLACK, 
Captain  and  JuUlant  Quartermiaitr. 

Shreveport,  La.,  January  'i9,  1861. 
To  Lient.  Geu.  E.  Kirby  Smith, 

Commanding  Trant-Miliiiiippi  Department,  Shreveport,  La,: 

General  :  1  bare  had  the  honor  to  call  on  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Broodwell  with  your  «■ 
der  authorizing  hiuj  to  settle  Maj.  0.  Russell's  voucher  for  the  cloth  I  delivered  in 
June  lost  at  BrowoHville  for  account  of  G-  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  Havre,  France. 

It  happene  that  iu  receiving  the  cotton  here,  insteaa  of  Brownsville,  as  agned  u 
on  the  delivery  of  tlie  goodn,  the  eipenaes  will  give  a  difTerejice  on  the  cost  of  Uw 
«otb)n  at  $41.6;t  miiiiuitim  per  bale,  which  the  firm  I  represent  is  to  lose  on  acconnlof 
on  inJuHtice  made  to  me  by  the  Confederate  officer  at  Brownsville. 

Colonel  Broad  well,  notwithstanding  h  is  acknowledgment  ofthejuatice  of  my  deouuid. 
declines  to  compensate  me  the  ditt'erence  by  an  equivalent  of  cotton.  DonoK  I"<'t 
abSPDCe  from  this  place,  coiisequenlly  being  unable  to  have  the  matter  decided  bj 
joa,  I  aoc«pt«d  from  Lieutenant-Cotonel  Bruadwelt  an  order  for  896  bales  ootton,  re- 
MTVing  me  the  right  to  call  on  you  upon  your  return  for  a  decision  and  settleoient. 

To  cover  the  difference,  being |37,3S3. 74,  it  requiresan  additional  amount  of  3M  bolM 
of  cotton,  making  a  total  of  1,^<!  bales,  whilst  Capt.  F.  Dncayei  sent  by  yonrautharilf 
to  Texas  to  inquire  into  the  matter  of  cotton  transactions,  after  an  examination  of 
taj  daim,  declared  that  it  would  require  at  Eagle  Pass  at  least  1,400  balea. 
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You  will  find  herewith  ft  cupy  of  tbe  coDSulidated  stateineDt  uf  ezpeDses  I  directed 
to  Lieur«nuDt-Uali>iiel  Broadnull,  togetlier  nilh  bU  iudorsementii.  If  Colonel  Uioad- 
wull  coDHiders  out  tmnuBCtion  aa  a  siieculution  on  my  pari  or  ou  the  part  of  thn  finn 
I  repreaeut,  he  is  greatly  inUlaken,  and  yon  may  satiafv  yourself  by  the  instructionii 
•Mtiitnineil  iu  u  letter  uf  Mr.  J.  Le  More,  dated  Matatuormt.  October  3*^,  ICSGJ,  copy  of 
which  wms  aeut  to  theae  headquarttiTH,  together  with  otlier  docnmeuU  appertamiog 
to  this  claim,  by  Capt.  T.  Ducayer  on  the  aOth  of  October  Ust,  fts  oaunot  cooeider  tliia 
matter  a  apecultitiuii ;  tlie  advance  on  cottoo  cannot  be  of  any  importance,  because  it 
ma;  decrease  as  quickly  by  tbe  time  I  play  be  able  to  deliver  it  ia  Kurope. 

Mj  only  object  is  lo  receive  uutbiog  more  but  the  uet  amount  uf  ray  claim.  This, 
if  paid  in  gold,  $H(I,H&6.42,  with  6  per  cent,  interest  froui  the  3d  of  June,  ld(>3,  todats 
ofpaymeut;  if  in  cottou,  the  ei£|icnseH,  as  per  copy  of  statement  to  be  included  and 
added,  without  any  interest  for  tbe  delay  in  the  settlement 

Awaiting  yoar  ilecision,  which  I  hope  will  be  Just  and  favorable,  I  have  the  honor 
to  remain,  general, 

Your  most  obedient  servant, 

LEON  QUEYBOUZE. 

I  certify  ibat  the  foregoing  is 

C.  S.  CommiitiOKtT,  La. 
Sbrrvefort,  La..,  June  4,  1864. 

[InriorMmenlL] 
HEADqUAItTBBS   TRANS' MISSISSIPPI   DtiPARTMENT, 

Shrettport,  La.,  March  7,  1864. 
Q.  30.  E.  K.  9027.     Respectfully  returned  to  Mr.  Leon  Queyrouzs,  whose  atlention 
ia  directed  to  the  indurseinent  uf   Lieu  tenant- Oulouel  Broaawell,  which  states  dis- 
tinclly  that  the  settlement  of  tbe  claim  of  Messrs.  G.  A,  Le  More  ^  Co.  iu  cottou,  at 
20i  per  pound,  was  made  at  tbe  request  of  those  gentlemen. 
Ity  command  of  Lieut.  Gun.  Kirby  Smith. 

E.  CUNNINGHAM, 

Liailtiiant  and  A.  D.  C. 

Cotton  Bureau, 
Shrevcport,  La.,  March  — ,  18C4. 

GemeRal:  Me8Bra..T.  A.  Le  More  presented  to  me  on  the  20th  of  January  Maj. 
Cbaa.  RuBsell  certified  account  for$^0,Has.4^,  which,  they  say,  ought  tu  have  been  paid 
sometime  since  in  cotton  at  SO^per  pound. 

They  mere  informed  that  if  you  directed  it  I  would  pay  them  in  any  cotton  under 
my  control  at  20^  cents,  which  they  signified  a  willinKness  to  accept,  reqiiesled  me  to 
make  the  proposition  in  writing,  and  that  they  would  show  it  to  you,  and  endeavor 
to  procnre  your  ordernpon  me  to  settle. 

In  reply  to  their  application  to  this  effect  they  were  referred  by  Captain  West  to 
Colonel  Hutchius,  againitt  which  they  remonstrated,  and  urged  you  lo  permit  the  debt 
settled  by  nie,  whereupon  you  ordered  me  to  pay  tbe  account  of  Major  Kuuelt  at  201 
per  pound  iu  cotton ;  said   cotton  to  bo  exempted  from  destmotion  with  permit  to  ex- 

Subseqneutly,  after  you  left  for  Houston,  Messrs.  Le  More&  Queyrouse  complained 
that  they  were  not  given  onongh  cottou. 

On  tbe  26th  of  January,  tbreu  days  prior  to  tbe  date  of  this  letter,  I  settled  with 
Meesrfi.  J.  A.  Le  More,  and  took  up  tbe  indebtedness  of  the  government  by  a  draft  on 
H^Jor  Buckiirr  for  B'JS  bales  of  cotton,  for  which  you  have  beeu  offered  iu  gold  or  ita 
equivalent  $130  per  ba!e~8IU7,7<>0.  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  claim  in  this  letter 
only  ^,8^.42  and  interest. 

The  difference  between  the  amount  they  claim  and  the  amount  of  oott*m  can  b« 
aold  for  will  cover  alt  tbe  damages  sustained  by  the  delay.  1  offered  to  pay  these 
gentlemen  in  checks  of  tbe  Canal  and  Citizens  Bank  at  60  per  cent,  discount  when 
gold  waa  ignoted  at  5^  per  cent,  premtnni.  I  never  had  any  order  to  settle  their  claim 
for  damages.  I  did  not  know  at  tbe  time  I  requested  the  general  to  order  M^or  Rns- 
•ell's  account  settled  in  cotton  nt  20}  cents  per  pound,  but  supposed  the  settlement 
ordered  by  General  Smith  was  satisfactory  and  would  prove  6nal. 

W.  A.  BROADWELL. 

Lieuten  a  s  I-  Cof  onsl. 

To  Lieut.  Gen,  E.  Smith, 

Commanding  Ttani-Mutiisippi  Deparliii«nt, 

I  cerfj&  that  the  within  Indorsements  are  correct  copies  of  the  original. 

JA8.  W.  DUNCAN, 
Canfederate  Stata  Commi»$iinitr,  Lonititm*. 
RBBXYtrour,  June  4,  1864.  [ 
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(Heidqiurt«n  TimDA-UlHluippl  Dfpartracntt  office  of  Cottofi  Bareft&) 

Shkbvbport,  La., 


Mqj.  0.  A.  BUCKNBR, 

Aiaiilant  Inipeclor-Gentral,  Monroe,  La. : 
Mewra.  0.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  will  Im  pertnitted  to  export  the  cotton  nqoind  1} 
tbem,  698  ba1«B. 

W.  A.  BBOADWELL, 
lAtvlauml-CoUniel  and  Ckief  of  Cotton  Btrmt. 

I  certify  that  tbe  furegotug  is  a  correct  copv  of  the  original. 

JA8.  W.  DITNCAS, 
OmftOtrate  State*  ConniMJoiur,  Loni^ou. 
Shrevefort,  La..  Jhm  4,  IBM. 

SUBBVEFORT,  La.,  ifordh  10,  VSt. 
T.  K.  Belknap,  Esq.,  Shretepart,  La. : 

Sir:  In  accordance  with  agreement  mode  between  Lieut.  CoL  E.  Kirbj  Smillii 
Liont.  Col.  Sroadwell,  and  myself,  veBterdaj  morning,  I  appointed  yon  aa  the  arbitir 
toreprenelit  my  iiit«rcHt  in  the  examination  of  the  clainiHof  G.  A.  Le  HoreA  Co.,  Ham, 
and  Mnj.  C.  RiisBelt,  quartern) oat er,  C-  8.  A.,  I  omitted  to  apectfy  to  you  that  the  ob- 
ject was  for  you  to  decide  if  my  claim  of  334  bales  of  cott«u  more  was  jantornot.  Ttit 
arbitrator  have  to  decide  but  on  that  queation,  all  the  other  particuIarH  and  dettill 
of  tbe  affair  beiog  already  nnderatood  and  agreed  upon  by  the  lieutenaut-gencra!  com- 
manding  depnrtinent  and  the  parties  thereunto  coacemed. 

Sboald  Colonel  Broadwell's  arbitrators  and  yourself  not  agree  on  that  point,  it  l<u 
been  nnderatood  with  the  Lient.  Oen.  E.  Smith  that  Hr.  Ulger  Lonve  sboald  be  ap- 
pointed, and  wonld  decide  tbe  qnesLion.  Tbet«fore,  should  any  differeace  ofopinira 
exist  between  yon  and  Colonel  B.'u  otbitratOTS.  1  will  respectfully  request  yon  toesU 
and  assign  Mr.  Lonve,  ai  agreed  between  tbe  Uentenant-generol,  Colonel  B., and  my- 
self. 

Beapectfnlly,  your  inost  obedient  servant, 

JULES  LE  HOEE. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 

C.  8.  CoMaiMioMT,  la. 
Srrctefort,  La.,  J^sn«4,  1664. 

Shrevspobt,  La.,  Mardt  IS,  1854. 
Lient.  Gen.  E.  Kirby  Smith, 

C[>m»utBitin^  Trana-Mittitrippi  Dtpitrtmeut : 
Obheral:  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  yon  herewith  my- protest  against  the  nolswfal 
and  nitJDst  prooeedinga  in  the  case  pending  between  tbe  cotton  bureau  and  myself  bv 
my  Jaat  claim  of  334  balea  of  cotton. 

Should  you  decide  against  said  proteat,  I  will  reapectfnlly  ask  that  it.be  recoidri 
and  filed  in  your,  office,  and  that  an  official  copy  of  all  the  vonchers,  papers,  aot 
documeata  concerning  this  matter  may  be  delivered  to  me  at  the  most  eeoTwiimt 
time  and  aa  early  as  possible,  as  I  intend  to  submit  the  whole  natter  betbrette 
proper  anthority  at  Kichmond,  where  I  don't  doubt  I  shall  obtain  Justice. 

I  beg,  respecttnlly,  general,  your  acknowledgment  of  thS  receipt  of  this  protest  aD^ 
letter,  and  remain,  your  most  obedient  aervant, 

JULES  LE  KOBE. 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

JA8.  W.  DUNCAN, 
C.  S.  Commtuia»er,  Lt. 
Sbrbvkport,  La.,  June  4,  1864. 

Protest  of  Mr.  Jnles  Le  More  in  behalf  of  0.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre  (FraaM), 
against  tbe  pmceedinga  of  Lieut.  Col.  W.  N.  Broodwell,  chief  of  the  cotton  bnnso. 
trans-Hississippi,  in  tbo  settlement  by  arbitrators  of  the  claima  of  G.  A.  Le  Hon 
&Co. 

M^.  C.  Russell,  qnartermaat«r  Confederate  States  army,  in  behalf  of  thaConM- 
erate  States  government,  submitted  to  Lient.  Oen.  K.  Smith,  commanding  tnD»- 
Mississippi  Department,  in  the  city  of  Shreveport,  parish  of  Caddo,  State  of  Loaitiuta. 
on  the  12tb  day  of  March,  1B64. 

Gknxrai.  :  I,  tbe  undersigned,  Jnles  Le  More,  on  behalf  Q.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.,  bu- 
obantsin  Havre,  France,  do  solemnly  protest  before  yon  against  tbe  prooeedinEiia 
«ase  pending  between  Lieatenant- Colonel  Broadwell,  for  tfie  cotton  bnrean,  asa  tb« 
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finiiuf  6.A. Ii«  More  &  Co.,  aud  aIbo  sifainat  the  selection  an<l  deciaion  of  H.  Wright 
as  umpire,  on  the  foll.iwiug  TacU:  Whereas,  ld  an  juterview  between  Lieut.  Gen. 
Kirby  Smith,  Colonel  Broadwell,  anil  the  nndersiKned,  held  in  the  office  of  OeneTul 
Smith,  in  the  prcsenre  of  bis  aido-de-camp,  M.  E.Cunningham,  and  after  a  disouwion 
of  tbe  losttnr  ppndinK,  the  nndereigned  proponed  arbitrators,  naming  Mcasrs.  Ulger 
Laove  aod  T.  K.  Belkunp,  as  conV]H!tent  husitiesH  men ;  whereas  the  undersigued, 
btviug  proposed  those  two  gentlemoD,  made  the  following  qui«tion :  "General,  have 
yon  any  objrction  tn  taku  those  two  gentlemen  na  arbitratorsT"  Tn  what  [which] 
}.ient.>Geii.  Kirby  Smith  and  Lieiiteuaut'Culouel  Broadwell  aqawered  at  the  same 
time  thnj  had  none  whatever. 

Whereua,  when  Mr.  NugenI  was  eeleded  by  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell  to  be  his 
arbitrator,  the  iiodereigucd  said  to  the  (leneral ;  "lueaae  Mr.  Nugent  and  Mr.  Belknap, 
my  arbitrator,  would  not  agree,  it  is  well  nnderstood  that  Mr.  U.Lanve  would  be  called 
to  decide  the  question. "  To  what  [which]  the  Lieut,  Gen,  Kirby  Smith  said,  "  Yen, 
sir."  Whereas  tbkt  answer  of  the  general  proves  that  Mi.  Lauve  was  oonnidered  am 
uiupire  designated  by  the  Lient.  Gen.  K.  Smith  himself  and  not  by  the  undersigned. 
Wliereas  when,  in  Ihi!  presence  of  the  general  as  afori'saiil,  tho  uanies  of  >UesrB. 
Belltiiap  and  U.  Lnuve  were  given  by  the  nndersigned.  Lient.  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell 
did  not  make  any  leniark.  H>-  has  not  the  right  thereafter  to  break  up  an  agreement 
on  a  mere  supposition  specified  in  bis  letter  of  the  11th  instant;  that  the  parly  hence- 
forth selected  and  uppoiuted,  Mr.  Lauve,  would  not  acuupt  to  act  iu  a  case  of  that  de- 
Gcriplion,  when  said  party  had  never  expresNed  any  opinion  to  that  efTiTt, 

Whereas,  in  caBrs  tobedPcid>^  by  arbitrators,  the  interested  parties  ought  to  be  both 
present  or  absent  to  tbe  discussion,  and  that  in  this  case  this  rule  has  not  been  ob- 
served, as  it  appears  by  tue  following  statement ; 

That  on  the  evening  of  tbe  9th  instant,  at  the  appointed  hour  of  3  o'clock,  the  under- 
signed presented  himself  at  the  office  of  the  chief  cotton  bureau  to  asniat  in  the  pro- 
ceedings. A  few  moments  after,  hardly  giving  the  necessary  time  to  expose  the  case 
peuding,  Mr.  Nugent,  arbitrator  for  Mr.  Broadwell,  politely  intimated  [to]  the  nn- 
demigniMl  that  his  pmsence  could  be  dispeused  with,  in  these  terms:  ''  Sir,  we  hare 
enfflcient  information  ;  we  will  examine  the  documents,  and  you  will  be  informed  of 
our  decision  by  to-morrow  morning.''  Whereas  the  undersigned  retired ;  and  without 
being  informed  the  proceedings  and  the  diwMiBBion  were  hold  and  continued  in  the 
office  of  the  cotton  bureau  thai  evening  and  tbe  next  morning,  in  presence  of  Colonel 
Broadwell,  aud  thereby  permitted  him  (Col.  W.  A.  B.)  to  listen  and  participate  lo  the 
diseussion  of  the  arbitrators,  which  is  against  all  rules  [of]  equity  and  justice. 
Whereas  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell,  in  his  letter  in  »alido  to  Messrs.  Nugent  and 
Belknap,  dated  9th  instant,  stipulates  that  the  documents  are  inclosed  and  that  they 
were  not  found  ;  that  also  said  letter  does  not  contain  the  copy  of  the  aatiie  delivered 
to  the  undersigned  on  the  11th  instant.  N.  B.,  specifying  that  should  the  arbitrators 
not  agroe,  they  were  to  select  an  umpire,  consequently  giving  the  undersigned  the 
right  to  doubt  of  the  writer's  loyalty. 

whereas,  contrary  to  the  agreement  and  to  his  dnty,  C9lonel  Broadwell  did  not 
notify  the  arbitrators  that  the  umpire  appointed  was  Mr.  U.  Lauve,  and  thus,  as  Mr. 
H.  Wright  came  in  Col.  A.  W.  Broad  well's  office  during  tbe  discussion  on  the  morning 
of  the  lOth,  permitted  Mr.  Nugent  [and]  his  arbitrators  to  propose  that  gentleman  as 
ampii«.  to  whom  the  underHigned,  if  present,  would  have  objected  to. 

Whereas,  in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Belknap,  and  without  notifying  him,  Mr.  Nugent 
and  Mr.  Wright  based  tbe  discussion  and  indonied  their  opinion  in  Lieutenant-Col- 
onel Broad  welt's  office. 

Whereas,  although  the  conclusion  was  thna  obtained,  the  undeceigned  was  not  no- 
tiSed  of  it  nntll  the  lllh  instant,  when  he  sent  a  letter  lo  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell,  rft- 
qaesting  him  (as  the  undersigned  had  liearil  from  Mr.  Belkuap  that  the  arbitrators 
codld  not  agree)  to  call  upon  Mr.  Uiger  Lauve  as  the  umpire  selected  by  lieutenant- 
general  command  iug. 

In  consequence,  I,  the  undersigned,  solemnly  protest  againnt  the  whole  proceedings 
and  the  decision  of  Mr.  R.  Wright  as  umpire,  ns  being  nnjnat^  inequitable,  and  in  vio- 
lation of  the  ureement  made,  approved,  and  sanctioned  liy  Lieut.  Gen.  E.  Kirby 
Smith,  Lient.  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell,  and  the  undersigned,  in  presence  of  Lieut.  E. 
Cunningham,  aide-de-camp,  in  Ihe  office,  and  respectfiUly  ask  that  the  decision  giveu 
by  H,  Wright,  esq.,  be  annulled  and  the  docnniente  submitted  for  Qnal  decision  to 
Ur.  U.  Lauve,  president  of  the  Braneb  Citizens'  Bank. 
In  teatlmony  whereof  I  have  herennto  set  my  band  and  seal. 
[SBAI.]  JULES  LE  MOBE. 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  five  pages  are  tme  copies  of  the  original. 
8brevkport,La.,  Jnne  4,  mti4j«rC£. 

■*'^'*'*"'  JA8.  W.  DUNCAN, 

C.  S.  CammUtiontr,  Xa. 


oogle 
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MoMSOK,  La.,  MarA  8!,  1B6L 
The  cotton  od  the  plantftllon  of  Dr.  Simmons,  in  the  piuiih  of  Caldwell,  bu  bMB 
sold  to  MesBrB.  Q.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.,  of  France,  and  under  order  from  OeDentlEirb; 
Smith  mnat  not  be  bnrued. 

J.  A.  BUCKNES. 
Major  a*i  Auiitant  In»peelOT-Gt»eral, 
In  charge  of  goternment  cotto»  ea*t  of  lk«  Ouaiiiila  Binr. .] 

I  certify  that  the  foreeoiair  is  a  oorreot  copy  of  the  originaL 

JA8.W.  DUNCAK, 

C.  3.  CbMMiMiMMT,  U. 

Shbbveport.La.,  JHfl«4, 1864. 

MOKKOB,  La.,  itar^  77,  ISH. 

SroDze,  aotine  t 
doUars  for  han 
cotton  at  the  landing  of  Simmona's  plantation,  < 

HoNROK,  Mardt  14, 1661. 
R«c«iTed  from  0.  A.  Le  More  St.  Co.  $610  for  banliog  165  bale*  of  cotton  to  A.,Ia- 
Kare's  plantation  on  the  Ouachita  River. 
*610. 

GEO.  C.  WADDEIX, 
Per  JNO.  T.  LUDELODOE. 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  isa  tme  copy  of  the  original. 

JA8.  W.  DUHCAH. 

C.  S.  'CommUtiMW. 
Sebkteport,  La.,  Junt  4, 1864. 

State  of  Louisiana, 

PariiK  of  Ouachila: 
Before  me,  the  nndersigned  aoChoritv,  penooally  appeared  John  Pargond,  Bob«n 
,  Dartch,  and  Joseph  Porgond,  nhu  declared  npon  oato  tliat  on  the  9th  or  Apnl,  l><il, 
four  hours  before  the  arrival  of  the  Federal  fleet  of  gunboats  and  trannports  at  Hot- 
rue,  La.,  we  beard,  at  Mr.  Pargand'H,  Mr.  Le  Uore  declare  to  Ma|.  J.  A.  Bnckner,  in- 
spector-eeoeral  in  cbarue  of  tbe  cottou  liurean  at  Montoe,  La.,  tliat  In  oasa  the  KmI- 
eriils  took  the  cottou  deliverud  by  said  Buckner  to  Mr.  Queyronse,  a^ont  far  O.  A  L« 

More  &  Co.,  of  Havre.   France,   say  983  bales  cotton,  he,  the  said ,  wonld 

demand  bis  right  of  reciamuCiou  for  Mrs.  from  tbe  Confederate  States  of  America,  be- 
ing a  permit  from  Oeuetal  Taylor  authorising  a  Federal  steamer  to  take  the  said  oot- 
ton,  had  not  yet  reacbed  biin,  and  that  then  lie  considered  the  transaction  bfjtwecD 
the  Confederate  Oovernment  or  tte  agents  and  bim(theBaidQaBrn>nze,  agent)  *in«( 
haTioK  been  completed. 

R.  DORTCH. 

JOHN  POBOAND. 

JAS.  POHOOND. 

Sworn  to  and  snhscribed  Iwfore  me  this  16th  day  of  April,  1964. 

CHARLES  DELEBY, 

J.Ereori^. 

I  certify  that  tbe  foregoing  is  a  oonect  copy  of  the  original. 

JA8.  W.  DUNCAN, 

Sbrktepobt,  La.,  June  4, 1864. 
Hr.  Jdleb  Le  More  : 


C.  5.  ( 
Hopewell  Plantation,  ^pril  3, 1E64. 


yoQ  by  Mf^or  Bnckner  on  behalf  of  tbe  Arm  G.  A.Iie  Mote  A  Co.,  of  Hattc^  Ftaac*, 
and  refased  to  give  a  receipt  for  the  aame. 
Very  respectfully, 

J.  T.  BIMMCMB. 


^d  by  Google 
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MoNROK,  La.,  April  24,  1W4. 
I  Mrtlfjr  th»t  I  have  often  seen  John  T.  Simmoua  sign  hia  name,  and  that  the  above 
ia  hie  gennine  aignature. 

In  t«Btimony  whereof  I  herennto  lign  mj  name  and  affix  my  seal  of  office,  at  llon- 
nw,  on  this  a4th  of  April,  A.  D.  18t>4. 

CHARLE3  DELEEY, 
Btcorder  and  Eg-offlci*  Notarn  FuhJio. 

I  certify  that  the  fbTegoiog  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

JiS.  W.  DUNCAN, 
C.  3.  CommittUmer,  La. 
Sbbetxfobt,  L^,  Juit4  4,  1664. 

HSAIKinAHTESB  TRAKB-MIBS.    DErARTMKMT, 

April  4,  1864. 
Sstiafactory  BBBuroncea  having  been  Eiven  that  Heaars.  O.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  wiA  ex- 
port to  some  Enropean  port  the  983  bales  of  cotton  mentioned  within,  they  are  per- 
mitted to  remove  I  he  same  beyond  the  Confederate  lines  st  such  times  and  under  su  oh 
restriotiona  as  Ui^or-<Qeneral  Taylor,  commanding  tlie  district  of  Louisiana,  may 
decide  npon. 

By  command  of  Lient-Gan.  E.  E.  Smith. 

GEO.  WILLIAMSON, 

Major  and  A.  J.  6. 
Approved:  Copy,  A.  £.  L. 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  ia  a  ooneot  copy  of  the  original. 

JA8.  W.  DUNCAN, 
C.  S.  Commititioiier,  La. 
Shrkvepokt,  La.,  Jum  4,  ISM. 

lladorHunenLI 

HEADqUARTERS  DISTRICT  W.  L., 

In  the  Field,  April  5, 1864. 
Peimieoion  ia  granted  Mr.  QaevrouEe  to  remove  by  steamboat,  brought  from  the 
enemy's  lines,  certain  cotton  on  the  Onacbita  Biver  belonging  to  the  honse  of  0.  A.  L. 
&Co. 

By  command  General  Taylor. 

8UEGEL,A,(.  O. 


n  of  said  puiisu,  who 
deelarwd  npon  oath  that  on  the  9th  of  April,  1664,  Ur.  Leon  Qneyrouze,  agent  of 
Heaars.  O.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.,  of  Havre,  France,  returned  from  General  Taylor^  head- 
qnart«rs,  where  be  [waaj  said  to  have  gone  toprocure  a  permit  toebipcotlon  Ibrongb 
Federal  tranaporta  to  New  Orleans,  when  the  Federal  fleet  under  command  of  Captain 
Foster  reached  Monroe  on  the  Ouachita  Biver,  and  consequently  prevented  him  from 
croaaing  said  river. 

A.  LAZARE. 

Sworn  to  and  snbscribed  before  [me]  this  34th  of  April,  A.  D.  1864. 

CHABLES  DELEBT, 
Btoordv  and  Et-ofioio  Notary  PiibUe. 


C.  S.  Commitiioner,  La, 

MOKBOB,  La.,  ApHl  84,  1D64. 
_fessrs.  G.  A.  EiC  More  A.  Co.,  of 
r  hauling  ISO  boles  of  cotton  to  the 


448  FBENCH    AKD   AMEBICAH    CLAIMS   COUHISSIOlf. 

Uqnkob,  Jtforeft  1&,  IBM. 
Beceivod  from  Julea  Le  Uor«  for  6.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  account,  of  H»ti«,  Tnaet, 
(110  for  bauliiigiiC  bales  of  cotton  f^m  Fowler's  place  to  the  plantation  of  Latan  on 
Ouachita  Biver. 

J.  L.  BYE5E. 
»110.] 

I  certify  that  the  foregoiog  le  a  tnie  copy  of  the  original. 

JA8.  W.  DUKCAN, 

C.  8.  QtmmiwioMT,  La. 
Shreveport,  La.,  Jant  i,  ISM. 

I,  the  DQdersigDed,  do  certify  on  honor  that  on  tha  10th  April,  1^64,  323baleiaf 
cotton  marked  L.  M.,  bonght  by  Jnles  Le  Hore  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  Itare  A.  Co.,  of 
Havre,  France,  was  tahen  on  my  plantation  b;  a  Federal  transport  of  the  Fedml 
fleet  commanded  by  Captain  Foater,  and  refused  to  give  a  receipt  for  the  lame. 

UONROB,  La.,  April  16,  18C4. 

A.  LAZAB£. 

HONBOB,  La.,  April  34,  IBM. 
I  certify  thai  the  eiguntnre  of  A.  Lazare  to  the  within  is  genuine. 
In  teatimoDY  whereof  1  hereiint«  aiim  mv  name  and  affix  my  aeal  of  office  on  tbe 
34th  of  April,  1S64. 

CHARLES  DILERT, 
Beor^  and  Ex-offieio  Notarf  PulUc 


I  certify  that  the  within  U 


Sbrkvepokt,  La.,  Jun*  4, 1664. 


State  ur  Lodibiana, 

PaTUh  of  Onachita : 
I  certify  that  the  signature  of  John  Lndeling,  J.  L.  Byrne,  A.  Lazare,  and  John 
Pargand,  affixed  to  the  annexed  receipts  ai«  genuine  and  entitled  to  fnll  &ith  tnd 
credit. 

In  faith  whereof  I  hereukto  sign  my  name  and  affix  my  eeal  of  office  at  Uonme  on 
the  36tb  day  of  April,  lSt!4. 

CHABLEB  DILEBY, 
See^vtr  md  Ex-f>$Mo  Sotary  PMk. 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  tme  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAJf, 
C   ~    ' 
Sbkbveport,  June  4,  18fi4. 


I  certify  that  the  signature  of  Jno.  Lndeling,  J.  L.  Byrne,  A.  LaEare,  and  of  Join 
PorKSod  affixed  to  the  annexed  receipts  are  gennine  and  entitled  to  foil  futh  snd 

In  &ith  whereof  I  hereunto  sign  my  name  and  affix  my  seal  of  offioe  at  Hoata«oti 
this  StiCh  day  of  April,  1864. 


I  certify  that  the  foregoing  )■  a  true  copy  of  the  o 

Hhbsvepobt,  JaneA,  1S64. 

State  of  Louisiana, 

Farith  if  OuocUla. 
I,  John  A.  Bnclcner,  do  hereby  oerti^  that  on  the  9tb  of  April,  1864,  when  the  flM 
of  gnnboats  and  transports  of  tbe  United  States  navy  arriyed  at  the  town  of  Mon- 
roe, La.,  Hr.  I^eon  QaeyrouEe,  agent  for  Heesrs,   Q.   A.  Le  Hore  &,  Co.,  of  Rarn 
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QOtton  d0liT«i«d  on  tbe day  of  March,  1864,  to  the  said  Leon  Qneyioase,  for  so- 

coDnt  of 

H<mK>e,lA.,  April,  1864. 

StaTM  of  LOUISIAttA, 

Paritk  of  Oua^Ua. 
I  etLTtifj  that  on  tbe  Sdtk  day  of  April,  1864, 1  aalc»d  Major  J.  A.  Baolmer  to  siga 
the  above  certificate,  which  he  refhsed  to  do;  at  the  aarae  time  admitted  tbe  fkots 
tbervin  oootained  to  be  true,  and  refosed  to  sign  on  acooant  of  fear  that  aald  oertifi- 
eate  wonld  be  brought  aaevldence  herAfter  againat  the  Cunfederate  States,  of  wbloh 
he  waa  an  officer. 
Hoarae,  La.,  April,  1864. 

CHA8.  DELERT. 

Twelfth  Jodicial  dUtrict  conrt.  State  of  Louisiana,  parish  of  Oaooblta. 

Befbfe  me,  R.  W.  Bicbardaon,  Jndge  of  safd  conrt,  pearHonally  appeared  Charles 
Delery,  who  depoeea  upon  oath  that  the  facta  and  allegatious  set  forth  in  the  above 
eeitifisate  are  true. 

CHA8.  DELEET. 
flwom  and  BUbsoribed  before  mo  this  S8th  day  of  ApriL  1864. 

R.  W.  EICHARDSON, 

Jtdgt  Tuel/tk,  1864. 

I  eertify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  origlnaL    ShreTeport,  La.,  June 

JA8.  W.  DUNCAN, 

C.  8.  CoMMiMicm. 

,  Hoimaz,  Max.,  Aprtl28, 1864. 
I  haraby  certify  that  on  the  3d  day  of  June,  1663, 1,  as  chief  quarterm aster  of  the 
WMtaniaab^dlatrictof  Texas,  reoeired,  received  from  L.Queyrouze,  agent,  a  quantlW 
of  army  cloth  amouotlug  as  pet  my  certified  aocouot  in  bis  poasession,  to  $80,858.48. 
The  oonditiona  apou  wbiob  this  cloth  was  delivered  by  Hr.  Queyrouze  was  that  the 
payment  ihonld  be  made  iu  ninety  days  from  tbe  date  of  purchase  in  cotton  delivered 
at  Brownsville,  Tex.,  at  the  caneut  market  rates  at  tbat  time.  This  promise  to  de- 
hver  the  cotton  at  tbat  time  was,  after  consaltation  with  Geueial  H.  P.  Bee,  oom- 
mandine  the  anb-distriot  of  Texas,  agreed  npon,  and  made  in  good  faith  npon  the  rep- 
raaentations  of  Mt^ot  Simou  Hart,  quartermaster  and  principal  pu rob asiiig  offloer,  that 
asnffloient  supply  of  cotton  to  meet  tbe  waatsof  the  Qovemment  would  beat  Browus- 
vills  before  the  debt  tiecaniedne.  I  failed  to  make  the  ^ajment  on  acconnt  of  M^or 
Hart's  failure  to  comply,  tbatofficer  never  having  placed  in  my  hsuda  ouo  poand  of  cot- 
ton or  ita  proceeds  (except  9,381  bales  delivered  [by]  Kneely,  Stillman  &.  King,  in  the 
interior  of  Texas),  for  the  payment  of  debt,  or  the  procurement  of  aupplie;.  The 
cloth  was  much  needed,  of  snpericr  quality,  and  the  failure  has  been  delrimeutal  to 
Mr.  (Jaeyrouse.  I  further  certify  tbat  it  was  understood  tbe  price  of  tbe  cotton  shcnld 
be  determiDed  by  the  roling  rates  at  BTownsvitle  on  the  3d  of  Beptember,  1863. 
CHABLES  BUSSELL, 
Mt^jer  and  Quart«rma»t»r,  C.  3.  Army. 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  M.  DUNCAN, 
C.  8,  CommtMioRer,  Lit. 
SsRVntPORT,  La.,  Jmt  4,  1864. 

SHRKVKPOItT,  La.,  ifay28,  1864. 
Col.  W.  A.  Broadwkll: 
SiK :  As  the  att 

for  2,694  francs,  d__    ._    ,  _  _     ,  _     _  , ,  __ 

payment  of  export  duty  on  893  bales  of  cotton,  more  or  ieae,  which  cottouwasaeized 
by  tbe  Federals  on  the  8th  of  April,  1864,  and  not  exported. 

J.  PmCKNEY  HABBIS, 
AUomeg  ol  lav. 
h  the  endorsement 
.  DUNCAN, 
C.  3.  CpMMiHJaiMr,  £a. 
LBVKPORT,  La.,  Am  4, 1864. 
H.  Ex.  235 29         _  l,,.  ,,  CioOgk 
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COTTOH  BUBBAU,  SHKBVKPOKT,  MtfK. 


u  propriety  in  retaining  the  money,  and  do  not  ncognite  the 
theprini^ple  npon  which  it  is  demanded. 

The  export  piiyilege  acquired  by  ita  payment  became  the  property  of  the  owsna 
of  the  cotton.  If  tbeee  gentlemen  have  Deen  nnable  to  preeerTe  their  right  aequied 
on  aoconnt  of  interference  of  the  enemy,  it  ia  a  caaoalty  of|  not  their  misfoTtmie,  Doi 
myfianlt,  and  they  are  reapectfiilly  refened  to  the  United  Stutea  GoTenunentfaru; 
damago  they  may  have  snetalned. 

W.  A.  BHOADWELL. 


nUd  Stptemhtr  6, 1B92.—  W.  F,  P.,  Setmtarf. 
a.  A.  Le  Mobe  A-  Co.    1 


Jauts  liE  Hoke 
The  United  State*. 

A.  C.  Le  Hobe 
The  Ukitbd  SrATBa. 

JuLKe  Ls  HORS 
Thb  United  States. 


fNo.  G98. 


Washington,  Sffiemitr  $,  ISSa. 
Mr.  W.  F.  PEDDRICK,  StcretatT/: 

Yon  are  reqnent^d  to  file  the  accompanying  documents  with  the  papen  and  pniofc 
in  the  above-entitled  OMe. 

Jyeiil  QNd  Countl  oi 

Depaetment  or  Stats, 
WaahiHfUM,  Jnfn»t  IT,  IftS. 
William  R.  Edwakds,  Esq., 

A»titlanl  Couniei,  fYeneh  and  Anieriai*  Claim*  ComnriMian : 
Sir:  I  incloM  herewith  a  cop;  of  alett«rfrom  the  Seoretaryof  War  in  reply  to  tb* 
Inqairiea  contained  in  yonr  commnnicatton  of  the  14th  of  Jnly,  in  relation  t«  cum 
nombered  603,  595,  59li,  663,  and  211. 

I  am,  air,  yonr  obedient  servant,  ■ 


:  T  have  the  honor  t(>  aoknowledfe  the  Tec«ipt  of  yont  ooaioianir^tion  of  Jd; 

,. , Si,  requeBtine,  for  tbe  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  certified  copin 

of  all  papers  on  flu  in  this  Department,  concerning  the  eortcepondenoe  between  On- 
aral  B.  F.  Batler  and  Hon.  Edwin  M.  BtantOD,  late  Secretary  of  War,  in  relalioB  !•> 
the  firm  of  Ed.  Oantherin  A  Co.,  reqoiied  for  use  in  caaee  unmberad  GOU,  59E,  %■ 
Sra,  and  811. 

Very  napectftilly, 

aOBERT  T.  LmCOLN, 


<MPflWf  4^  "'■'■ 


„.,G( 
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ITnitkd  Statkb  or  Axkrica. 

Was  Dkpakthknt, 
FFutiKfftOR  Oily,  Augtl  Vi,  U82. 
PannMit  to  section  882  of  the  Heviiod  SUtulM,  I  hereby  certify  that  the  Annezed 
an  tnMwpJM  of  papers  filed  in  tbia  Department.  ,    ,    >.    tm 

In  witnev  whereoi  I  liave  hereunto  set  my  band  and  cftuwu  we  seal  ol  tbe  War 
Deputment  to  be  sfBxed  on  the  day  and  year  Stst  above  written. 
[MAI-]  EOBERT  T.  LINCOLN^, 

Swrttajy  of  War. 

HKADqUAKTKRS  DXPARTMBNT  OP  TBB  UVLF, 

Net)  Orleaiu,  Hmmher  VA,  \m2. 
Hon.  Edwin  H.  Stahtom, 

Btentmrgof  Wmr: 

Sir:  I  received  the  oommnnleation  of  the  War  Department  inclosini;  a  copy  of  a 
letter  fVom  the  State  Department,  directiDK  my  attention  to  the  statement  made  by 
Hr.  Sanford,  or  minister  resident  at  Bmssels,  a  copy  of  which  I  inclose  for  the  better 
DDderstttnding  of  the  present  oommnnicatioD. 

In  obedience  to  its  diroctions.  I  immediately  set  about  makiux  inquiries  throngh  my 
secret  police,  and  finding  it  a  matter  of  very  grave  import  as  aOecting  the  relations  of 
the  French  consul  here,  I  undertook  a  personal  examination  of  the  subject ;  the  facta 
•«  sabataotiated  by  the  documentary  and  other  teetlmony  heroin  appended  are  sub- 
stantially these : 

The  firm  of  Ed.  Gautherin  and  Alfred,  and  Jules  Le  Morp,  doiue  business  in  New 
Orleana,  was  also  concerned  in  a  house  in  Havre,  O.  A,  Le  More  a.  Co. ;  Jnlea  and 
Alfred  Le  More,  the  partners  in  New  Orlean^  were  also  partners  in  that  house ;  Oaoth- 
erin  &.  Co.,  were  at  first  employed  in  buying  tobacco  for  the  French  Glove 
.t Bnoerned  in  s^ -.--...-  ... 


afterwards  they  were  concerned  in  shlppiuK  cotton  on  Joint  account;  they  represent 
tbeToaelvea  to  be  agents  of  Baron  Helliere,  tne  contractor  for  French  army  clothing. 

On  the  39th  of  July,  1861,  as  will  appear  by  a  copy  of  a  coatract  with  tho  CoQKd- 
erate  Government,  herewith  inclosed  and  marked  X,  the  original  of  which  is  in  my 
po«sewiion,  Gautherin  &,  Co.  agreed  to  furnish  the  Confeileratiis  with  a  large  amonn't 
of  cloths  for  Doiforme,  which  are  the  cloths  si>oken  of  in  the  communication  of  Hr. 
Sandford. 

About  the  tst  of  April,  of  this  year,  a  cargo  of  the  goods  were  shippiyl  to  Havana, 
*nd  from  thence  to  Uatamoras,  nnder  charge  of  the  senior  partoer  of  the  house,  Ed- 
wMd  Gautherin,  now  in  Europe ;  that  cloth  was  smnggled  across  to  Brownsville,  and 
delivered  to  Capt.  Sharkey,  Quartermaster,  and  the  agent  of  the  Confederate  Qovem- 
nient;  the  original  Invoice  and  his  receipt  are  hereto  unneied,  marked  E  and  F, 

Between  the  14th  of  April  and  the  24th  of  April,  the  day  the  fleet  passed  the  fort«, 
Mr.  J.  D.  n.  DeBow,  produce  loan  agent  of  the  Confederate  Slates,  made  application 
to  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans  for  a  loan  of  $405,000,  in  coin,  without  inlereHt,  as  will 
itpneai  by  the  aomninnication  hereto  anueied,  marked  C  This  proposition  was  ao- 
cedrd  to  by  the  bank,  upon  a  pled^  made  by  Payne,  Hnutiugtoii  &.  Co.,  the  junior 
partner  of  whic'i  Orm  was  the  president  of  the  bank,  of  cotton  to  be  <lelivered  on  the 
plantations  In  Loniniana  and  Mississippi ;  the  contract  is  hereto  annexed,  marked  D. 

This  transaction  was  not  entered  into  in  uood  faith,  as  is  confessed  hy  the  testi- 
mony of  the  acting  president,  Mr.  Davis,  taken  from  his  own  lips  in  sbort-hand,  a 
copy  of  which  is  hereto  annexed,  marked  O.  But  the  transaction  was  a  contrivance 
by  which  the  specie  might  be  got  oot  of  the  hank.  Specie  to  this  amount  was  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  French  consul,  with  his  full  knowledge  of  the  int«nt  of  the  trans- 
action, and  a  receipt  was  given  by  him  to  hold  it  in  trust  for  the  Bank  of  New  Or- 
leans. At  the  same  time  a  pretended  sale  of  the  remainder  of  the  specie  in  bank, 
amounting  to  1400,000,  for  sterling,  was  made  by  the  bank,  and  that  sum  was  also 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  French  consul.     These  two  sums,  amounting  to  |8O0,0OO, 


made  substantially  the  whole  specie  capital  of  the  bank.     This  is  shown  by  the  en 
fcs^on  of  the  only  director  of  the  bank  who  has  oot  run  away  into  )'--"-'■' 
Mr.  Borroll.     A  copy  of  his  statement  is  hereto  annexed,  marked  R, 


Hatters  stood  in  this  condition  at  the  time  the  city  of  New  Orleans  was  taken  po»- 
Mssion  of  by  us.  Upon  my  assursnce  to  the  banks  that  if  they  would  retam  their 
specie  they  would  be  protected,  the  pretendedsalefor  sterling  exchange  was  rescinded, 
Hnd  the  French  oonsnl  sent  back  the  money,  and  the  bank  receivM  into  its  vaults 
|l03,0Db. 

In  regard  to  the  (405,000,  the  Freuoh  oousul,  Count  Mejan,  becaaie  uneasy,  and 
mored  upon  the  bank  to  take  up  his  receipt  Kiven  to  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans,  and 
'   gave  a  new  receipt  mnning  direotly  to  Gautherin  &.  Co. 

At  this  point  of  time  I  ordered  all  the  specie  In  tbe  hands  of  the  French  oonaul  to 
be  saqvestered  and  held  notil  affitlia  oonld  be  investigated.    Beverdy  Johnston,  com- 
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tnladoner  of  the  State  Deptrtmuit,  o«qi«  down  h«n,  and  wittaoat  iiiTestintiM,  tad 
withoat  knowinf;  anjtbing  of  the  traDMotloDi,  mi  without  cTen  iuaairing  «t  n> 
»boat  them,  mftde  saoh  T«pre«eiit«tioiia  to  the  Depsrtmeiit  of  State  th>t  I  wu  ontmd 
to  MleoM  the  French  oonsul  from  bis  promise  not  to  delirer  ap  saj  apocie  held  id  U« 
haoda  without  informini;  me,  which  order  I  obeyed.  In  the  mesntime  GftDtheria  A 
Co.  had  BDoeeeded  in  deliTering  their  i^oods  to  the  CoDfederat«^enta,aDd  called  apon 
the  ttank  to  get  their  money,  which  Ead  been  depoeited  Id  the  handa  of  the  ftiach 
eopanl.  Tbia  deUver;  b&d  not  been  ootupleted  at  BrownaylUe  nntil  the  SSd  of  Jong, 
and  roDie  time  in  the  laat  of  July  the  bank,  throagh  ita  offleeia,  gave  np  it*  neeipl^ 
whieh  were  deetroTBdj  aod  took  a  receipt,  which  was  dated  baekto  the  16tb  of  April, 
dlreotlj  from  Oantberin  A,  Co.,  ao  that  the  Preach  conaal'a  name  ahonlil  not  appear 
in  the  traneaotion.  These  facte  are  established  by  the  teatimony  of  Mr.  BaUj,  tb« 
cashier  of  the  bank,  whieh  is  written  ont  and  signed  and  sworn  to  by  liini,  a  eopf  of 
which  is  annexed,  maj'ked  O.  P. 

The  money  was  sent  on  board  the  Bpaoiab  man-of-war  Blaaeo  de  Gaiej,  which  left 
this  port  September  laat,  andhsa  now  retnmed,  and  haabeen  carried  M  Havana  and 
thence  ahippeil  to  New  York.  All  this  haa  been  done  with  the  knowledge  and  rhi- 
•ent  of  the  consnl  of  France. 

Ton  will  aee  by  the  letter  of  Mr.  Sanford,  the  difflcnltr  which  the  Coabderatsa  had 
of  getting  more  goods  on  acoonnt  of  the  non-payment  otthe  dratbilL  Another  ea^ 
Ia  now  in  Havana,  not  to  be  delivered,  of  course,  nntil  the  flrit  is  paid  for.  By  thu 
wrongful,  illcKal,  and  inimical  Interference  of  the  French  ounanl,  aided  by  the  Spaniib 
•hip-of-war,  the  mooey  haa  gooe  forward,  so  that  the  holders  of  the  ftoods  will  b« 
ready  to  ship  the  remuoder  tor  Uie  benefit  of  the  Confederate  army.  A  more  Aagnai 
Tlolation  of  International  law  and  national  ooorteay  on  the  part  of  a  conanlai  agsnt 
eannoi  be  im^ined. 

Refore  I  proceeded  upon  the  Investigation ,  not  knowing  the  extent  to  whieh  the 
French  conanl  was  implicated,  I  called  npou  him,  and  after  ahowina  him  a  letter  le- 
ceived  from  the  oommanding-geueral  of  tbe  Army,  in  which  I  waa  directed  te  oolti- 
vate  the  most  friendly  nlatioue  with  him,  I  read  him  the  letter  of  nor  "■<"■-'—  ■! 
Brussels,  and  told  him  I  should  desire  his  friendly  aid  in  making  the  inveetigatiaii. 
and  then  asked  him  if  he  knew  anythiDg  of  tbe  tranaaotioas  spoken  of  in  Ur.  Sufoid'i 
letter,  or  if  any  money  had  ever  been  deposited  with  him  for  any  auch  putpoae.  He, 
in  tbe  most  emphatic  manner,  assured  me  that  ho  knew  nothiag  of  any  such  tranaH- 
tion.  He  only  Vnew  that  there  was  a  French  house  of  the  name  of  Gantherin  &,  Co. 
in  New  Orleans,  and  that  no  money  had  ever  been  depoeitrd  with  him  for  ajy  sudi 
pnrpoBe.  I  then  informed  him  that  it  would  become  my  doty  to  arreat  and  qaesUoa 
Alfred  and  Jules  L^e  More,  Che  resident  partuers  of  tbe  French  bonae.  I  did  so,  sod 
they  denied  all  such  transactions  or  refused  to  answer,  lest  they  ahonld  "  eriouMlt 
themselves."  But  in  tbe  meantime  I  had  poeseHsed  myself  uf  their  Iraoka  andpapei^ 
and  among  them  I  fuund  two  accounts,  translatiuns  of  which  I  ineloae,  mariied  "B 
A,"  which  show  the  n  bole  transactiuu,  and  which  also  show  that  one  Kossnth,  i 
clerk  of  the  French  conenl,  whose  name  appears  in  theaccoant,  reoeired  $5^36  as  • 
fee  for  keeping  the  money  within  tbe  French  consulate,  and  that  a  dmosw  wai  givee 
to  Madame  Mejun  for  the  purpose  of  "  carrying  out  tbe  aBair  w%ll ;"  that  a  lawyer 
waa  paid  to  deal  with  tbe  consul  in  this  matter,  and  theee,  tegether  with  the  tsati' 
mony  of  the  president,  director,  and  cashier  of  the  bank,  pntsIhegnUtof  CooutMqsa 
beyond  queation.     I  beg  leave  to  call  your  attention  to  this  extraordinary  aeeoonle)' 

I  need  not  suggeat  to  tbe  Department  that  it  ia  the  duty  of  the  Ga*emBMat  al 
once  and  peremptorily  to  revoke  the  nxqyatur  of  L'onnt  Hejan.  He  haa  oonnived  at 
the  delivery  of  army  olothing  to  the  Confederate  army  since  the  ooCDpatiOD  of  Nsa 
Orleans  by  the  Federal  forcea;  he  lias  taken  away  gold  fh>m  the  bank — nearly  half  i 
million  of  ita  specie — to  aid  the  Confederates;  acta  which  could  not  have  beuidoM 
without  his  aid  and  that  of  tbe  Spanish  ahip  of  war  Blaaeo  de  Oaray. 

I  leave  the  consul  to  the  Government  at  Washington.  I  will  take  care  aaSdeetly 
to  punish  the  other  alien  enemies  and  domeetio  traitora  concerned  in  this  baihun 
whom  I  have  here. 

Upon  examination  of  the  parties,  I  found  that  a  box  oontaining  all  the  papen  ir- 
lating  to  the  transactions,  which  were  not  "kept  with  the  commercial  papers  of  tl* 
house  of  Oautheriu  &,  Co.,  was  usually  deposited  with  the  French  oonsoL  I  «ta(' 
to  bim,  very  politely,  to  have  it  delivered  to  me  for  the  pnrposea  of  joatioe.  I  ban 
again  written  him,  more  peremptorily,  and  be  haa  refuaed  to  do  so,  still  Doaoeabnt 
the  proof  of  guilt.  If  produced,  I  believe  it  will  show  him  to  be  one  of  tbe  Bve  pai' 
tiee  concemra  In  tbia  illegal  traffic  mentioned  in  the  account  of  expenasa.  Howenr 
that  mAy  be,  he  now  coveni  the  oriminal,  as  he  lately  oonc«a}ed  ue  booty  whlek  he, 
his  wife,  and  his  clerk  have  so  largely  shared. 

I  beg  leave  here  to  oatl  the  attention  of  the  Department  to  theae  trsnasfftlitnt.  $i 
showing  that  I  waa  clearly  right  when  I  ordered  tne  specie  depoaito  in  tbe  hindsoC 
Connt  Uejan  te  be  sequestered.    His  flag  haa  been  made  the  oover  of  all  manawiffflK 
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g»I  and  boatile  tranMetfona  kud  the  booty  tmuDB  tberefrom.  I  am  glad  that  mj  ao- 
tion  here  has  thns  beeo  vindicated  to  tne  vorla,  and  that  the  Goverumeut  of  the 
Uoited  States  will  be  able  to  demand  of  the  FiencbQoreniment  a  reoall  of  it*  trewh- 
BTona  and  bovtile  agent. 

J  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  reapeotfnlly,  yoar  obedient  aervant, 

BENJ.  F.  BUTLER, 
Major-Gtnaral  QnRaHHidnp. 


Gknkkai.  ;  The  Secretary  of  War  direota  me  to  transmit  to  yon,  for  your  informa- 
tion, the  Inoloeed  copy  of  a  oommaaloatiou,  tbis  day  received  from  the  Secretary  of 
State,  coTwing  a  copy  of  a  dispatch  of  the  ^th  ultimo  tioai  the  minister  resident  at 
Brusaels,  in  relation  to  oontracts  entered  Into  by  insurgent  agents  with  manufactnrera 
in  Tarvieri  for  gapplies  of  military  cloths,  and  snggestiiig  the  probability  that  the 
fimds  to  meet  said  contiacta  may  have  formed  a  part  of  the  money  aeqaeatered  by  yon. 
Tery  respeotfnlly,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

P.  H.  WATSON. 
Jirittant  Seertlarn  of  War. 
H^.  Gen.  B.  F.  Botlsb, 

CnuMadia;,  4^,  Nea  Orlsaaf,  La. 

Ko.  70. 

BRUtWEU,  SepUmber  S8,  1802. 
8ui:  Wben  in  Terviera  a  few  days  since,  I  was  told  that  the  payments  for  the  rebel 
contracts  for  military  cloths,  of  wb<cb  I  wrote  yon  fiiUy  in  November  and  December 
last  (SM  eapecially  confidential,  November  ^,  1661),  and  amonnting  [to]  l,75O,U00 
franca,  bad  not  been  made,  and  that  the  three  months'  bills  given  for  the  same  bad 
been  renewed  as  they  felt  dne.  Aasiirance  bod,  however,  now  been  given  thut  the 
money  for  the  same  was  deposited  with  the  French  conaul  at  New  Orle'ans,  ami  woold 
be  shortly  received. 

It  woald  be  well,  1  think,  to  cause  iaqniries  to  be  mode  oato  who  the  depositors  of 
the  money  seqaeatered  by  Oeueral  Batlnr  were,  and  for  whom  it  was  intended.  Aa  I 
advised  yon  at  the  time,  large  pnrchaaea  of  cloth,  blankets,  shoea,  and  arms,  &a.,  were 
made  for  scconnt  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &,  Co.,  of  New  Orleans,  for  the  rebel  authoritiea, 
whose  agents  they  appeared  to  be  throngh  their  correspondents,  Q.  L.  Moore  Sc  Co., 
o[  Havre,  the  real  purchaser  on  this  aide  the  Atlantic  being  apparently  Baron  SiUiere, 
the  noted  fnmisher  of  military  etotha,  dE.c.,  for  the  French  Government. 

If  any  of  these  nameeappear  in  any  way  conneoted  with  these  deposits  at  the  French 
consnl'a,  the  preaniop  tion  woald  bethat  they  ore  for  the  payments  by  the  rebel  antbor- 
itles  for  military  sapplles. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

H.  S.  6ANPOED. 
Ron.  WiLUAH  H.  Seward, 

Storttarg  ofStaU. 

X. 
ViRoiNu,  iocil! 

I,  John  Letcher,  goremor  of  the  State  aforesaid,  do  hereby  certify  and  make  known 
nnto  all  whom  it  may  concern  that  James  B.  M.  Smith,  whose  name  is  antiscribed  to 
the  document  annexed,  is,  and  wan  at  the  time  of  subscribing  the  same,  m^or  and 
aaeistaut  qnartermaster  of  the  Confederate  States  of  America,  authorized  to  make  con- 
tract* for  the  pnrohaae  of  snpplies  for  the  army  of  the  Confederate  States;  that  his 
signatiini  ia  gennlna;  and  that  to  his  official  acts  fnll  faith,  credit,  and  aalhority  are 
dne  and  oagot  to  be  given. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  snbsoribed  my  name  and  oansed  the  great  seal  of  the 
State  to  be  affixed  hereunto.  Done  at  the  city  of  Richmond,  the  30tE  day  of  Jnly,  in 
the  year  of  onr  Lord  1661,  and  of  the  Commonwealth  the  eighty-sixth. 

JOHN  LETCHER.     [L.8.] 
By  the  governor : 

GEORGE  W.  MUUFOBD, 
Bterttarg  tftke  CommmtotalOi. 


prieMent,  d«  Ur.  John  Lelcl 
Biehmood,  le  30  Jnillvt,  IMl. 

Le  oonnl  d0  Fraooe, 
fi-i.] 


DOor  Kgoliaation  de  la  signature,  appoato  aa  baa  du  recto 
incr,  gonvernenr  de  I'Etat  de  Tirgiue. 

ALFBED^AUL., 
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No.  d'ordie,  300 ;  art.  56  da  tuif ;  aolvit,  IS  f.  50.— R.  H.  B. 

CoNFBDKRATK  STATxa  OF  AxKRiCA,  QiTAKTKRMArntR's  Omci, 

JfidiMomi,  F«.,J«^99,18B1. 
Ed.  Oauthbrik  a  Co.  : 
Tour  propoaltion  to  tuppl;  oloth  for  tbe  ftno;  of  the  Confedersto  Btatea  ii  aoonM. 
The  qnBrtomikstei'a  departiii«Dl  asiees  t^i  receive  and  psy  for  175,000  jmiiMttum- 
pie  C,  150,0U0  yards  of  umple  D,  and  60,000  yarda  of  Buople  B. 
The  color  of  B  and  C  to  be  osdet's  gray,  and  the  texture  fully  to  equal  tbe  nnplai. 
B  to  be  six-qnarteis  wide,  at  12.55  a  yard. 
C  U>  be  rix-quarten  wide,  at  |l.V7i  a  yard. 
D  to  be  tbree-qnartera  wide,  at  18  oenU  a  yard. 

The  nDderalandlag  between  yooTMlvee  and  the  department  la  that  the  above  mmt 
be  delivered  beCweeo  tbe  IGth  of  November  next  ana  the  15th  of  January.  ISSliKnaer 
if  poBoible,  tbe  delivery  to  be  at  a  port  of  tbe  Confedeiaoy  as  near  the  city  ot  Bich- 
mood  as  pOHBlbie. 

Teiy  reapeotAilly,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAUES  B.  U.  SMITH, 

MvM-  mmi  A.q.  M. 

Nzw  Oblxaks,  Jpril  16,  1801. 

J.  B.  D.  DtBow,  M»peri»taid«M  pnduce  loan  ogiM,  C.  S.  of  A.,  to  M.  GaatiWiit  f  Co.,  Dr. 

E.G.C.  )      183  bale*  gray  oloth,  meaanitng  H743t  yards,  at  tS.56 tl3»,5W  M 

B.        t 
E.O.C.  J     427  bsleagrayoloth,meBaiiriDgl34,SS6|yarda,at«1.97{...    965,866  81 


009  baleB,meuuringl8»,36Biyardi «tt,4at08 

from  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans,  in  p 
of  1405,000,  leaving  nnpaid  a  balance  of  $483.06 

ED.  OAUTKERIN  *  CO. 
$405,000.— B.  F.  fi. 

F.— Original. 

Beeeived,  Brownsville,  June  32, 1868,  in  Kood  order  and  ooodition,  from  (As.  N- 
allaod,  and  for  aooonnt  of  Messrs.  Ed.  OanUterin  4.  Co.,  of  New  Orleans — 
E.  0.  C.  182  bales  doth,  measarinff  54,743^  yards,  at  93.55  a  yard. 

B. 
£.  G.  C.  4!f7  baleeolotb,  measnrlng  134,eS8(  yards,  at  tl.97i  a  yard. 

C. 

.    I  certify  the  above  signatnre. 

B.  F.  B. 

We  hereby  dealai«  that  the  signatoies  above  given  «ie  gennlne,  and  that  ICr.  L- 
W.  Sharkey,  Jr.,  above  named  is  the  epeeial  agent  delegated  to  receive  the  abov*- 
Bientioned  goods  (br  aoconnt  of  the  oontraoting  parties. 

We  fortbennoie  hereby  bind  and  obligate  onrselvea  to  prodnoe  within  mssomhto 
time  a  dnplioale  of  tbe  foregoing  iee«i[rt,  duly  antlwnticated  by  the  qaartemasM'i 
department  of  the  Confederate  States  of  America. 

ED.  OAUTHEBDf  A  CO. 
C. 

Nzw  Oiii.KAi(a,  AprU  14,  IHOi. 
The  niidersigDe<i  baviog  been  requested  to  fnmlsb  the  qnartannast«r  at  this  pot 
with  the  means  of  settling  Ed.  Qantherin  &,  Co.'i  bill  for  army  snppllee,  antonotinf 
U>  $406,000.  deslrea  to  borrow  that  amonnt  trom  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans,  in  ccli, 
withont  intereat,  on  the  oredft  of  the  Confederate  States,  and  makes  this  appUeatbn 
for  the  same. 

J.  D.  B.  DbBOW, 
Jgmt  Awhes  Ltm, 
'■B.F.R" 

Digitized  by  LiOO'^IO 
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Bank  op  Nxw  Oklkaks,  Aprit  14, 1868. 
J.D.B.DcBow.Esq., 

Age»t  IToditet  Lcrnm 
Sik:  ThiB  b*nk  hfts  r«oei*ed  joar  ftpplicktion  for  a  Ioad  of  1405,000  in  eoiii  to  the 
ConfMenle  States  Oovemment  for  tbepurpoBeof  pftjjng  the  bill  of  £.  Q«atlierlii  A, 
Co.  for  atiuj  olothiog,  mui  hereby  aooedefl  to  yont  ptopodtlon. 
Raspectftilly  voorB, 

M.  BELLT,  CuJUor. 
D. 

Messra.  Payne.  HuntiDgt-on  &.  Co,,  holders  of  a  reoeipt  of  J.  D.  B.DeBow,  uipertn- 
Teudiog  cotton  loan,  for  $405,000,  pnyatile  iii  coin,  agree  to  reoeive  Irom  J.  D.  B. 
I>«Bow  a  SDKoient  qnantity  of  Orleana  middling  cotton,  on  the  hasie  of  6  cents  per 
'  ponnd,  to  absorb  the  amount,  and  J.  D.  B.  DeBow,  on  the  part  of  the  Confederate 
States,  agrees  to  deliver  the  same  as  above  to  Messrs.  Payne,  Huntington  &  Co.,  upon 
the  fbllowing  conditiona : 


lat.  To  be  delivered  to  them  vJtUin  thirty  days,  ftee  of  all  charge,  on  plantation  ii 
this  State  or  Hissiesippi.  The  planters  to  store  the  same  until  called  for,  and  thei 
deliver  it  at  Us  usual  ahi^niing  period  in  good  order  and  free  of  charge. 


straotion  by  Confederate  offioeisor  oitixens. 

3d.  The  lunal  custom  to  be  followed  in  relation  to  sampling,  classing,  and  weish- 
iog,  bnt  if  Ueesrs.  Payney  Huntington  &,  Co.  are  not  satisSed  with  the  same  they 
have  the  privilege  of  calling  in  their  broker,  and  if  the  two  do  not  agree  the  latter  to 
have  theprivileseof  calling  in  a  third,  and  their  Joint  decialoD  shall  oe  final.  Entim 
good  erop  diall  be  received,  the  scale  of  prices  to  be  fixed  ou  the  above  basis  of  fi 
ceota  for  Orleans  middling. 

It  is  understood  and  mtule  a  part  of  the  agreement  that  the  cotton,  which  will  be 
accepted  to  fnifill  the  contract,  shall  be  sampled,  weighed,  and  oluesed  by  the  cotton 
broker  already  selected  b;  the  parties  and  received  b^  Mr.  DeBow  and  delivered  to 
Messrs.  Payne,  Huntington  A,  Co.  npon  hie  olasslAoation  according  to  the  scale  also 


Frert  pro  l«inv.  B'k  Atu>  Orlea 
PAYNE.  HUNTINGTON  A  CO. 
J.  D.  B.  DxBOW, 
Agtnl  Produce  Loan,  ConfederaU  State*. 


I  was  a  director  in  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans  in  April  last.  I  am  the  only  director 
now  here  that  was  preaent  when  the  loan  of  $400,000  was  made  to  the  Confederato 
Government.  I  do  not  know  where  the  money  was  deposited,  or  what  was  done 
with  it. 

Receipts  were  to  be  given  the  bank  when  certain  goods  being  landed  in  Matamorao. 
The  matter  was  never  brought  up  in  our  board  aner  yon  came  here.  I  am  aare  of 
that.  Thecashcapltalof  tbebaukwaBSoldforsterliag.  There  was  between  |300, 000 
and  9400,000  which  was  put  under  the  protection  of  a  foreign  flag. 

I  never  inquired  or  asked  where  the  |MOO,000  went.  That  wfalch  we  sold  for  sterling 
waa  nnder  the  control  of  the  French  consul;  that  came  back  when  yoar  order  was 
issned.  I  never  knew  that  the  $400,000  was  there.  That  matter  was  a  contract  ttom- 
pleted.  Tlie  receipts  were  given  when  the  goods  were  delivered.  That  waa  since  you 
came  ben^  I  have  no  doubt.  When  the  reoeipta  were  given  up  I  atwented  to  the 
money  being  paid,  of  course. 

A  oorreot  transcript  from  my  original  notes. 

WM.  L.  O.  GEBEN, 
Utttnaitt  ^KWwl  loHitliMS  Foluafear),  A.  D.  C. 
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Mortimer  Bell;,  cashier,  ssfs: 

I  van  oaabler  of  the  Bank  of  New  Oileaos,  aud  have  been  abont  five  yean.  This 
trausBctinn  of  loauiug  moaey  to  the  Coiiiederal«  OoreTument  was  abont  the  [Slli  of 
April.  Tfaeflrat  I  keen  of  it  the  paper  maibedCaodB.F.  B.  came  to  the  bank  about 
April  16,  the  day  of  its  date,  and  to  tbat  I  wrote  an  answer,  which  is  in  the  nuualM 
of  the  bank,  by  order  of  the  board  of  directota.  Then  then  was  a  ooDtraet  mada 
between  the  bank  and  J.  D.  B.  DeBow.  This  is  the  contract  marked  D  and  B.  F.  B. 
Next  I  was  ioBttacted  b;  William  H.  Demeron,  tbea  preeident  of  the  bank,  of  tie 
honse  of  Paine,  Enntington  &.  Co.,  to  take  #405,000  to  the  French  oonmlate,  and  took 
a  receipt  aubatantiallv  as  follows: 

"ReceiTCd  of  the  Bank  of  Now  Orleaoa  (405,000  in  gold,  to  be  delivered  to  E. 
Gantherin  A.  Co.,  for  the  payment  of  an  Invoice  of  olotbs,  aald  coin  to  be  deliisnd 
on  the  production  of  certain  receipts  b;  a  special  agent,  sent  b;  M^or  WinnenoR. 
BBslBtant  an Hrt«nn aster."    Signed  b;  the  Coont  Uejan. 

This  is  tlie  substance  of  it  as  near  as  I  can  remember.  The  receipt  was  sllp^  t? 
the  French  consul.  I  can't  sa;  how  much  he  knew  abont  tbe  transaction.  H«  mnM 
have  known  abont  it  from  the  receipt.  Matters  went  on  for  two  months,  and  Dnallj 
the  French  consul  felt  uneasy  abont  it,  and  was  ansions  to  get  the  gold  away,  ind 
tbe  receipts  were  exchanged ;  tbe  one  above  for  a  new  one.  The  house  or  the  oohnI 
asked  for  the  exchange.  Mr.  Menard  had  charge  of  the  transaction.  This  receipt, 
marked  E  and  B.  F.  B.,  was  given  me  for  the  second  one  described  above.  Till  it 
tbe  paper,  marked  F  aiid  B.  F.  B.,  which  was  received  in  July,  upon  tha.  final  settk- 
ment.  No  entri-  was  made  npou  tbe  books  upon  the  final  settlement,  when  the  gold 
left  tbe  French  consul.  This  (405,000  was  borne  on  the  hooka  an  a  loan  lo  thi 
Confederate  Government,  and  so  appears  now.  Mr.  Menard,  at  one  time  acting  pres- 
ident of  the  bank,  was  the  principal  man  in  this  bnsinesa.  I  toolf  the  oath  of  alle^- 
ance  Beptember  SO.  I  can't  say  why  I  think  it  was  in  July  that  the  money  was  pud 
over.  I  have  no  data  by  which  I  can  say  whether  it  was  more  or  less  than  nil; 
days  ago.  DeBow's  name  did  not  Ggnre  at  all  in  the  receipts.  I  know  that  ttw 
French  consul  wanted  to  get  the  gold  in  the  name  of  Fnochmen. 

N.  BELLT. 

Nbw  OsLEikirs,  La.,  JfoBtmber  14,  ISSt. 
Personally  apiwared  the  above-named  Mortimer  Belly,  and  made  oath  that  ih* 
above  atatempnt,  by  him  snbBcribed,  is  tme. 

WM.  L.  0.  GBEEN, 
jKdgt  PrtiaU  Cttrt. 

Mr.  Davie,  president  of  the  bonk,  said  he  saw  tbe  paper  £  and  F  in  Jnly.  llwst 
papers  were  delivered  in  July,  when  the  transaction  was  completed.  I  did  not  k>o* 
that  the  intervening  reoeipts  were  destroyed.  I  suppose  the  exchange  was  madcltf 
alter  the  responsibility  of  tbe  deposits.  The  original  receipt  was  in  the  name  of  Uis 
bank.  The  money  was  held  In  trnst  for  the  bank.  The  money  was  traDsferted  to 
Gantherin  dt  Co. ;  that  is,  the  receipts  were  changed  to  their  name.  The  bank  bad  • 
oonlract  to  loan  an  much  monov  or  cotton  to  the  Confederate  Government. 

Q.  Why  was  it  deposited  in  the  name  of  the  bank  T— A.  Tbe  idea  was  to  mfve  Ito 
coin.  Most  of  the  banks  here  sent  their  money  Into  the  Confederate  Statca,  Tbt 
idea  of  tbe  directors  was  to  move  tbe  coin  out  of  the  bank  and  pnt  it  where  tbrj 
thought  it  wonld  be  safe.  There  was  nearly  St<IO,000  aont,  as  I  oDdera(Mid,to  tb 
French  conBalHt«.  So  far  as  this  (405,000  was  concerned  I  could  not  oontml  It  Mi. 
Gantherin  or  his  partners  came  several  times  abont  it.  Tbe  French  oousnl  beldtbt 
money  for  Gantherin  St.  Co.,  when  certain  conditions  were  fnlfilled. 

<j.  Did  the  consnl  object  la  returning  the  moneyf— A.  To  my  knowledge  I  eu't 
say  that  any  positive  demand  wasmade  to  him;  I  don't  know  that  he  i>1tJected;Beter 
heiard  it  said  that  be  did  In  onr  bank. 

a  Yon  say  that  yOQ  were  controlled— overmled — in  this  matter;  now, who  cos- 
ed yout— A.  Tbe  directory.  My  own  sense  of  Justice  to  the  stookboldsn  wssK* 
have  tbe  money  returned,  or  rather  to  never  let  it  go.  I  am  of  nthora  jieldiailSB- 
per,  and  I  yielded  to  the  transaction  as  I  found  It.  Nobody  oontn>ll«d  me  positrvslj. 
In  tiie  completion  of  the  transaction  J  was  there,  and  acted  witb  the  nil;  I  «■* 
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foiBfld  b;  the  oinanutuieta  b;  whieb  I  waa  BDTTOOtided.  The  other  $400,000  wsa  re- 
turned,and  |60,D00irasMld  to  relieve  the  ueoeasitiea  of  the  bank;  that  1  opposed ;  I 
doD't  know  who  it  was  sold  to ;  it  was  gold  at  26  or  3H  per  oeDt.  premiani  :  onr  circn- 
latioD  has  been  reduced  b;  tbat  amonut.  TliU  (405,000  traoaactiuQ  wa«  doaed  up  in 
Jal;;  I  am  sare  it  was  in  Jnlv,  from  tbe  leOEtb  of  time  tbat  baa  pawed;  Mr.HeDsrd 
was  one  of  the  director,  and  be  went  with  the  papers,  and  knowing  that  geotlenuui 
and  knowing  Mr.  Dn  Fraaier ;  Menard  wan  realty  acting  pietident  of  the  bank  at  the 
time;  there  was  no  vote  of  the  diroctorajof  the  bank  on  the  aabject;  Hr.  HarroU,llr. 
Menard,  and  Mr.  Uoalton  were  present,  and  I  belieye  no  other  director,  when  tha 
transaction  was  oompleted. 
True  eopj  from  my  ontinal  noUe. 

WILI/M  L.  G.  GREEN, 
Ztmf«na«t  Second  LouUiann  FoluHteer*,  A.  D.  C. 

P. 


Memorandnm  of  a  atatentent  made  by  Uortimer  BeUy,  cashier  of  the  Bank  of  New 
Odeans,  this  day,  before  Mi^or-Oeneral  Bntler,  in  explanation  of  hia  atatemenb 
made  jesterday:  * 

The  first  receipt  waa  in  anbatance  as  anbsoribed  by  me  ^enterday ;  the  French  con- 
sol  wishing  to  get  the  gold  into  the  name  of  a  French  citixen,  that  receipt  was  given 
np,  and  a  new  one  made  runnin|;  directly  to  Qaatherin  A.  Co. 

At  the  time  the  bank  cave  np  its  olaim  in  the  Kold,  and  the  aettlemeut  waa  made, 
the  second  receipt  waa  given  np,  and  a  new  receipt  upon  the  invoice  was  given,  dated 
back  to  Apnl  16. 

At  the  same  time  the  original  invoioe,  signed  by  Captain  Sharkey,  the  agent  of  the 
Confederate  States,  showing  the  delivery  of  the  goods  ,jd  the  2Sd  nf  Jane,  was  pro- 
doced,  and  a  copy  of  it  is  annexed  to  this  statoment. 

M.  BBLLT. 

Heyi  Okleans,  liQv«iiLi«T  14,  ISdS. 
Peisonally  appeared  the  above-named  Mortimer  Belly  and  made  oath  to  the  statft- 
mtnt  above  w niton. 

W.  L.  G.  GREEN, 
Jiti§t  FroDOtt  Court. 
T.— Original. 

Received,  Brownsville,  Jnue  9S,  18GS,  in  ^;ood  order  *nd  condition,  from  Charlea 
Prialland,  and  for  aoeonnt  of  Meaars.  Ed.  Oantherin  &  Co.,  of  New  Orleans: 
E.  0.  C.    1H3  balea  oloth,  meaaanug  b*,7*St  yards,  at  t3.&5  a  yard. 
B. 

E.  G.  C.    427  bales  oloth,  meaanring  134,6361  yards,  at  tl.VH  a  yard. 


I  sertiff  the  above  signature. 

We  hereby  declare  that  the  slipiatiirea  above  given  are  sennlne,  and  that  Mr.  W.  L , 
Shafkey,  Jr.,  above  named,  la  the  special  agent  delegatea  to  receive  the  above  men- 
tioned goods  for  acconnt  of  the  contracting  parties;  we  fnrthermont  hereby  bind  and 
obligate  onrmlves  to  prodooe  witfain  reasonable  time  a  duplicate  of  the  foregoing 
reoaipt,  duly  anthentlcated  by  the  qnartermaater's  department  of  the  Confederate 
Stateaof  Amerlos. 

ED,  QATTTHEBIN. 
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B.— TramlKtion. 

9  tmration  in 

OrUams  till  Au/umI  31,  1B82L 


AtMnnt  of  ohargei  and  eqmia  of  U«  optraHon  in  olotiu  t«  £d.  OoBUaria  ^  C*.,  Jf«i 


1661. 
Jane  39.  Bt  payment  to  £.  Qftatlierlii  and  Julee  Le  More,  to  go  to  Koh- 

mond 9401  00 

Julj  20.  By  remittanoe  to  thorn  to  Richmond 450  00 

'  Aog.  12.  By  mnittauce  to  Frenoh  oonanl  at  Kichmond — toui ..  60  00 

By  expenses  of  E.  Oaatlierin  and  Jules  Le  Hore  for  pasnge  firom 

New  Orleans  to  New  York  and  Havre 700  OU 

186S. 

Mar.    1.  By  voyage  ofChRrlesPiailland  to  Richmond  and  back 543  00 

May  27.  By  voyage  of  Hontordier  to  Richmond,  five  weeks 47S  50 

By  expenses  of  L.  QrotaeiB  Id  Antwerp 9  9i 

By  conaal'sfees  and  certificates 36  SO 

By  present  to  Mme.  Mejan  to  close  the  affair  well 1S3  Oil 

Aog.  10.  By  Colonel  LeUot.  as  a  hribe  for  the  affur  to  start 2,500  00 

By  V.  Pretat,  for  the  bill  of  Alexander,  aooording  to  agreenuuit  of 

the  five  interested  parties 5,000  00 

By  Kossuth,  8  per  cent,  of  1405,000,  deposit  in  oonsDiate 588  £ 

By  payment  to  Fenitle  forgetting  the  leoeipt 500  DO 

By  Robert,  lawyer,  for  proceedings  with  authorities  and  conaol . .  500  CO 

Ang.         By  PraillaDd,expeqffe8  toMatamoras 3,790  00 

By  Jules  Le  More,expenBeafi«m  January  I  to  September  1,  18H2.  1,089  71 

By  payment  of  cabs  and  transport  of  nine  boxes  of  gold GOOD 

By  expenses  for  tolegraph  and  postage 150  0<l 

By  fire  Insurance  on  gold  in  consulate,  six  months,  \  per  cent,  on 

$405,000 2.01500 

By  river  insurance  on  Blasco  de  Oairy,  i  per  oent.  on  9250,000..  3U  50 

By  marine  insurance  from  here  to  New  York  on  specie 5fi5  H 

By  E.  Oautherin,  expanses  paid  in  sum  (4,048.50,  by  Fetian  & 

Dnplerres,  Havana,  as  amemorandimi... 1,846  7b 

HkwOrlzans,  jMiutSI,  1S62.  tl9.939  4« 

"B.F.B." 

A.  — Translation . 

Atovtt  of  ckorgt»  and  Mrp««i*e(  of  Ott  operation  in  dotht  fty  Ed.  Ganllurim  4"  Cs.,  tfS*m 

Or(MS«,  un  Aagntt  31,  ItWS. 

JuneS9.  Paid  E.  Gantherin  and  Jaloa  Le  More  to  go  to  Richmond (481  OO 

JnlySO.  Sent  toth^n  to  Kiclimond  this  day 450  00 

Ang.  12.  Sent  to  French  continl  at  Bicbmoud,  amount  of  loan SO  00 

Amonnt   of  expenses  by  E.   Gautherla  and   Jul.   Le  Mot*   fpr 

voyage  from  New  Orleans  to  New  York  and  Havre 700  00 

laea. 

Mar.   1.  Voyage  of  Ch,  Prialland  to  Richmond  and  back 54300 

37.  Voyage  of  Mon  tardier  to  Bicbmond  and  back,  5  weeka 475  SO 

Expenses  of  L.  Giotaers,  Antwerp,  49.89  francs..! 9  96 

Consnlar  charges  fordepoHitsand  oertifioates 3610 

Preeent  to  Hadam  Hejitn  to  bring  the  affair  to  a  good  end  . 153  00 

Paid  Kossuth  i  per  cent,  of  |4O5,OD0  deposit  oharge* 588  £ 

Paid  toFeuille  for  procuring  the  receipts 500  OA 

.Ang.  31.  Paid  Robert,  lawyer,  fees  for  proceedings  near  the  anthoritlea  and 

the  consul 500  OS 

Paid  Chs.Prialland  bill  of  expenses  to  Matamoras 3,790  00 

Paid  Jules  Le  More  bill  of  expenses  ttoia  Jan.  1  to  Eteptember  I, 

me2,  $1,5^9.71,  lea  1500  for  MoraUes 1,060  H 

Paid  Ed.  OanthEriu  eipensee  acconnted  for  in  $4,058.50,  paid  Um 
by  Ferran  A,  Dnpterris  in  Havana,  aoooon led  for  Id  advanoea 


Paid  foroabi  and  transport  of  9  boxes  gold  ..» COW 

Paid  telegraphs  and  poatases UOOO 

Paid  file  insurance  on  gold  in  the  consulate  ^x  months,  inn  half 

per  oent. of  9405,000 S.0»« 

Paid  river  insarance  on  Blaaoo  de  Qaray,one4{gliUi  per  cent,  of 

9350,000 SISU 

PiJd  marine  insnranoe  from  here  to  New  York  oa  pM,  aoendlted 

toaooount SVV 
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1  km  bookkeeper  in  the  hoaBe  of  Ed.  Gaatheria  A  Co.,  28  C»aaX  atreet,  and  have 
boen  M  employed  over  foar  yean ;  the  parties  are  Edwaid  QantherlD,  Alfred  and 
Joke  Le  More;  Alfred  ia  tbe  oldest  of  the  two;  when  I  was  flnt  with  them  thefosed 
to  bnj  tobaooo  for  tbo  oontroctor  of  the  French  Government:  they  had  been  w>  doing 
two  yean;  aiuoe  then  they  have  been  shippinx  cotton  to  Europe  for  Joint  aooonnt 
with  other  parties ;  they  were  also  engaged  la  the  tobacco  basineas  at  the  same  time; 
thejhad  no  other  regular  hnsiness;  their  oorrespondenta  at  Havre  were  G.  A.  Le  More 
A  Co. — Le  Uore  Brothers  j  bat  I  believe  Q.  A.  Le  Hi)re  is  alone  in  that  firm ;  I  kaow 
•omethlng  of  the  hoase  being  engaged  In  trade  in  military  clothing;  itwaaanontsidi 
...       ■   --e  thi  —        -    '  — -   -■■   —        --'■  - 


whloh  the  three  partners  and  two  other  peiaons  «  ..  „     , 

ratif  was  entered  in  the  boohs  as  the  baninees  was  goisg,  except  after  the  money  was 
reeeived :  Colonel  Lemot  i  have  not  seen  for  some  time,  and  aou't  know  whether  he 
IB  here  or  in  Enrope ;  the  other  man  conoeraed  ia  Jules  de  St.  Martin ;  I  don't  belters 
Mr.  Pretal  had  any  contraot  with  the  Confederate  Gorerument ;  he  was  in  Biohmond, 
and  acted  a»  the  mendof  Gautherlnand  the  partners  i  I  wassent  to  KiehoiDnd  about 
foar  or  five  days  before  the  Federals  caote  to  New  Orleans ;  I  stayed  there  about  ten 
or  twelve  dsys ;  1  got  book  here  May  27. 

Oautharin  &,  Co.  and  the  partners  undertook  to  sell  cloth  to  the  Confederate  Gov- 
etnment  for  a  certain  price;  there  waa  something  like  500  or  600  bales;  there  were 
two  lot*— one  amounted  to  $405,000  ;  the  other  lot  baa  never  been  delivered ;  it  is  or 

It  was  oonngned  to  Ferrand  Y.  Oupierois,  I  believe ;  the  firat  lot  waa  delivered  a 
little  before  J  started  for  Richmond;  Mr.  Gantherfn  was  at  Matamoras  with  the 
vessel  abou^  two  or  three  weeks  before  April  3A,  and  then  went  back  to  Havana 
with  the  cloth  ;  afterwards  he  went  to  Matamoraa  again,  and  the  cloth  was  shipped 
in  several  small  vessels;  I  know  the  cloth  waa  shipped,  beeaose  Ed.  Qantnerin 
ft  Co.  got  a  receipt  ftom  some  Confederate  nfSoer  for  it;  I  don't  know  wjiere  the 
receipt  ia;  Mr.  Le  More  need  to  keep  all  those  things  to  himself;  sometimes  in 
a  private  safe,  sometimes  in  a  box:  the  box  waa  kept  at  the  French  ctmsolate; 
be  ased  to  send  for  that  four  or  five  times  a  week  ;  the;  got  the  money  two  months 
or  six  weeks  aso  t>y  some  agreement  with  one  of  the  oanks  of  New  Orleans;  it 
waa  in  gold ;  the  money  was  loaned  by  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans  to  the  oommis- 
■ioner,  and  was  deposited  in  the  hands  of  the  French  consul  about  fifteen  days  bft- 
fore  the  Federal  fleet  arrived  here ;  I  did  not  meet  Connt  Me}an  in  Biohmond ;  I  do 
Dct  know  of  any  money  belnicpaidtheooant — none  fbr  himself;  there  wassome|400  or 
l&OO  paid  forkeepingue  cold;  Iknowthatthere  waa  money  paid  to  Kossuth,  the  olerk 
of  the  French  conau,  for  Keeping  this  money ;  there  ia  in  the  ocoouDt,  yon  see,  some- 
thing  charged  for  a  present  tor  Madame Mejan;  it  was  realty  only  thirteen  dollars; 
that  charge  of  one  hundred  and  flfty-tbree  dollais  charged  for  it  ia  a  forced  aooount 


._ .  w  somebody ;  there  was  no  intention  to  bribe  the  consul ;  Alfred  Le  Mora  said 
he  didn't  know  why  he  should  not  charge  it  to  the  firm  instead  of  paying  it  himself; 
I  saw  the  Count  Mejan  since  13  o'clock  yesterday ;  I  hod  no  conversation  with  him 
on  this  sabjeot ;  it  is  charged  |153;  there  is  a  book  wheretbe  real  account isentered; 
I  made  these  ocoounts,  two  aoconnts  (marked  "A"  and  ''B.  F.  B.,"  and  "B"  and 
"B.  F.B.") 

ThisEslae  entry  waa  made  to  show  Baron  Sellere,  whose  agents  they  were;  the  last 
time  we  settled  the  whole  afiair  we  made  an  entry  on  the  books ;  we  make  only  a 
whole  entr7  at  last ;  not  as  the  afloir  goes  on ;  Kobert,  the  lawyer,  has  an  offloe  in 
CommeraiM  Place ;  these  two  aoovoDta,  marked  "A"  and  "  B,"  were  made  ont  by  Al- 
fnd  Le  More,  and  copied  by  the  young  man  nuder  the  direction  of  A.  Le  More  and 
myself,  and  eopica  were  given  to  the  other  pMtners  of  the  firm  ;  Kobert,  the  lawyer, 
has  on  offlee  in  Commercial  Flaoe:  he  is  now  in  Havana;  the  Connt  Mejau  mast  have 
known  abont  the  transaotion ;  I  have  never  heard  him  talk  about  it,  but  he  mast 
have  known  somethioK  abont  it ;  he  most  have  known  from  where  he  received  the  . 
nioney ;  I  think  it  was  deposited  in  the  name  of  De  Bow ;  at  any  rate  it  was  Mr.  De  Bow 
that  paid  (br  this,  bat  I  didn't  know  much  about  this  bniioesa;  they  kept  it  to  them- 
selves, and  I  oitly  know  what  they  couldn't  help  to  let  me  know. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  tbe  French  consul  yesterday  1 — A.  I  had  something  to  do 
sbont  my  papers — my  certificate ;  as  I  knew  Mr.  Le  More  had  been  taken  away  I 
Mked  him  if  I  woatd  be  well  piotaoted  by  my  papen;  he  told  me  I  was  all  right; 
that  I  was  a  French  anbjeot. 

Q.  Was  not  something  said  about  this  transaction  between  yon  and  lomebodT  In 
lbs  oonsulate  yesterday  T— A.  No,  air;  yesterday  I  mv  Mr.  KoMnth;  he  told  me  abont 
this  aSsir;  that  Mr.  Le  More  bod  been  taken  np. 
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Q.  Was  not  MmetliiDg  iaid  about  Urt.  Hedkn  kod  the  pnaeut  T — A..  No,  at;  1  mH 
to  Kownth— It  it  pat  dom  in  the  acooniit  th*t  you  bBT«  reooiTod  |400  or  |KIO ;  lk>( 
wu  all  that  wu  said. 

Did  yog  aay  anfthlng  toMeJaD»l)oiititf — A.  No,  air. 

Q.  WLere  did;oD  meet  Kossath  I— A.  In  the  evening  at  bis  hoiue  ;  I  said  to  him; 
"Mr.  Koaauth,  yon  mnit  remember  that  the  aoeonnthaa  been  made,  uid  that  jon  an 
pat  down  for  1500  and  some  dotlan  ;"  he  eaid  it  was  aU  right ;  $405,000  waa  p«d  into 
the  Freooh  coDBuIate  for  t lie  tlrat  tot;  notbing  waspaia  in  for  the  oeootid  lot,  ai  il 
never  wai  delivered  ;  Iliiivv  l.i-un  in  tbia  coaotryeinee  March,  ltM9;  I  came  to  Hew 
Orleaoa  in  Uarcb,  18&I  :  »t  borrowed  some  money — tSO-^tf  the  French  oonaol  in 
Biohmond. 

£.  S.  UONTARDIES. 

Nkw  Obuums,  La.,  Sovembtr  13,  ISA 
Fenonall^  appeared  £.  K.  Montardier,  and  made  oath  that  thia  atatement  by  bin 
aabaeribed  is  trae. 

WILLiH  L.  O.OBEEN,  Ja.  Pn.  CL 


Alfrbd  Lk  More,  being  examined  apart,  the  following  oi 

By  General  Butiar. 

Q.  Yon  are  of  the  firm  of  Gantherin  &,  Co.  1 — A.  Tea,  air. 

Q.  O.  L.  Hoore  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  are  ynuroorreipondental — A.  And  brothanalae. 

(}.  At  some  time  were  yon  in  treaty  pnrohaaing  a  large  qnanttty  of  goods  at  Frr- 
riere  T — A.  I  wiah  to  aek  one  qneation :  Do  we  appear  here  aa  aoonaed  f 

Q.  Ton  ore,  thningi)  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  of  having  been  n- 
gaced  In  fliia  trafBo  with  the  Oonfederatea A.  Then  I  have  nothing  to  answer. 

Q.  Yoq  ma;  answer  or  go  lo  prtion. 

Afterwards  the  following  qneetion  was  pat : 

Q.  The  question  J  pat  to  yon  ia  thia :  Have  yon  been  engaged  in  parchaaingckiths 
or  olothing  at  Ferriere,  throngh  yonr  agents,  for  the  snoplyra  the  rebel  armyt  No«, 
yoD  may  answer  that  or  not,  Jnat  aa  yon  please. — A.  I  nave  nol  myself. 

Q.  Have  yoa  been  engaged  in  any  way,  directly,  in  any  form,  in  bnying  any  elotb- 
ing  in  Femere,  for  which  draAa  are  now  due  and  onti — A.  1  don't  want  to  aDi*tr 
that  qnestion. 

The  puty  pretended  that  he  did  not  hold  himself  bonnd  to  answer  to  the  extant  of 
criminatii^  himself. 

Sent  to  Fort  Pickens  nntil  further  orders. 

Jdlks  Lk  Horb  called: 

u  are  of  the  firm  of  Edw.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  doing  business  in  Kew  Orlaanal-' 


Q.  Youai 
A.  Yes,  air. 


Q.  G.  L.  Moore  A,  Co.  are  yonr  cnrreapondeots  at  Havre  t — A.  Tea,  rir. 

A" ■ * 

Q.  Has  yonrhonae  been  so  engaged!— A.  Idon't  knowanyttaingabont  it,  ssI  birt 
not  been  here  for  fifteen  months;  1  came  here  Id  the  CM^^naa  two  month*  ataea;  I 
had  been  in  Havana  twelve  montba. 

Q.  Has  any  clothing  been  ahipped  to yoaftomEnropef — A.  I  don't  know  anytkicf 
abont  it. 

Q.  Have  any  gooda  been  ahipped  by  yon  ftom  New  York  to  Havana  1— A.  I  eanoot 
answer  that  aaeation. 

Ordered  to  Ite  eondned  In  Fort  Jaokaon. 

A  eorreot  transcript  from  my  original  notes. 

WILL'H  L.  O.  GREEN, 
LiautfMnI  Stoond  LotOaianm  FotmmUtr*.  A.  D. (. 


Ma)or-OeDeral  Batler'a  compllinents  to  Connt  Mqtaa,  and  lie  is  Infensad  hf  awil- 
neas  under  examlnatioa  that  Mr.  Alfred  Le  Mora's  box  of  jMpei^  which  laplitiM 
htm  in  (rand  npon  ttw  Qoverament^ia  in  yoar  poasiwion.    Yon  will  bo  hind  eamfli 

BENJ.  F.  BUTLEB, 
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Nbw  Obixaits,  yonmbtr  13,  1863. 
■  Qoraiilimeiita  to  Oeneral  Bntler,  mat 
-with  pkpera  belODgiag  to  Mr.  Alfred  Le  Man 
in  hia  poaMMioD. 

The  oonanl  of  Ftwim,  in  the  laine  time,  takM  the  liberty  to  oEmerve  to  Qeoeral 
Bntlar  tlutt,  in  the  oaae  hs  •hODld  hare  auaa  papen  in  bis  poMesaion,  it  would  be  im- 
poMible  toT  bim  to  give  them  up  without  the  formal  oon^at  and  the  presence  of  the 
parties  interested. 

With  respect,  the  eonsnl  of  Frmnoe, 

Count  ME^AN. 

HsuMjUAJtRBA  DiPAJcmxirr  of  thb  Odlv, 

jr«»  OrUant,  November  13,  laGS. 
Coant  HcJAN : 

Six  :  Alfred  Le  More  atatee  that  hia  box  is  In  your  possesion.  Will  joa  or  will  voa 
not  give  it  opT    Will  jon  state  to  me  that  It  has  not  been  in  yonr  possessloo  suuw 


8ui:  I  reoeiTed  this  evening  yonr  letter  tltfoush  which  your  afde-de-oamp,  Dent. 
B.C.  Claihe,  demands,  by  yonr  order,  if  I  will,  °'ye«oi  no,"  give  np  a  certain  box 
helonglng  to  Mr.  Al&edLe  More.     I  had  already  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  the 
said  box  was  not  in  my  poMBssion,  and  I  have  nothing  to  add  to  this  declaration. 
With  respect, 

CoDHT  HEJAH. 

Hradquartbbs  Dxpabtkent  or  ihx  Gnu, 

New  Orleam,  Tfotember  14,  1862. 
8l>:  H^or-General  Butler  desirea  to  know  if  von  will  return  a  direct  answer  to  this 
^oeMioD :  "  Whether  (he  box  of  papers  belonging  to  the  criminal  Le  More  haa  Immi 
in  your  possession  since  the  arrest  of  the  oriminal  or  not  T  " 
Beweatfally, 

BENJ.  F.  BUTLER, 
M^f^^r•G«neml,  Commandtmg. 
Connt  Mkjait, 

Con*ul  of  France. 

[TnaiUtlOB.] 

COITBULATZ  OF  FRAKCX, 

New  Orleani,  November  14,  ISSSt. 
Major- Qeneral  Butlbr, 

Comma»di»g  Arm<f  tf  Ae  Guff: 

Sir  :  The  box  which  yon  demand  as  belonKing  to  Mr.  Alfred  Le  More  ia  do  more  in 

my  poaseasion,  as  I  had  the  the  honor  to  inform  yon.    It  haa  been  withdrawn  from 

the  oonanlato  on  the  morning  of  the  t2th.    I  have  not  been  infbrmed  of  the  boar  in 

whioh  these  gentlemen  have  been  arrests     I  oaonot  know,  therefore,  if  it  had  been 

Count  MEJAH. 

DEPOSmOH  OF  JULES  LE  MOBB,  WITNESS  FOB  CLAIMANT. 
AM  Jhm  1,1883. 
U.  A   L(  MORX  &  Co.  ) 

*.  S^No.Sll. 

TBM  UNITXD  ST1.TK8.     ^ 

To  a«  AgeKl  and  Cmmfal  qT  '*«  UiiUd  State* : 

Sia,i  Please  take  notice  that  on  Satniday,thea6thlnatant,  Jules  Le  Mote,  theageut 
of  the  Arm  of  O.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.,  will  be  examined  befbie  W.  F.  Feddriek,  eaq.. 


Gi>oi^[c 
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it  hia  pffloe,  ftt  bdgIi  time  aa  will  suit  yoar  convenience,  mlatite  to  hit 
pnrohaM  fbr  said  flmt'of  the  eottoa  iDTolred  in  uid  claim. 
Very  respeetfDlly,  youn, 

ALBEBT  C.  JANIH, 


O.  A.  Lm  MoKB  A  Co.  ) 

e.  >  No.  211. 

Thb  United  8tatkh.    \ 

In  pnnuauce  of  the  notiee  hereto  annexed  the  oonnael  for  the  United  Stale<,  Uf. 
George  &  Bontwell,  and  the  counsel  foe  the  olumant,  Mr.  Albeit  Janin,  met  at  the 
office  of  the  commigaioner,  W.  ¥.  Peddrick,  esq.,  No.  15te  H  atreet,  WaahingtoD.  D. 
C,  (be  commisaioner  being  present,  Ratnrday,  Ma;  26,  LtJB3,  at  9  o'cloek  a.  m.,  and 
proceeded  with  the  examination. 

lu  behalf  of  the  olaimant,  after  bwng  dnij 

Examined  by  Mr.  Albkbt  JAimf : 

(Mr.  Janin,  counsel  fbr  claimant,  announce*  bis  intention  to  make  a  pralimiiun 
statement.) 

(Mr.  Botttwell,  the  connoel  of  the  United  StatM,  ol^eota  to  any  statement  bcio; 
made,  on  the  ground  that  the  ommeel  baa  no  right  to  make  statementa.  He  ii  not 
under  oath.) 

Mr.  Janin.  About  one  year  after  I  had  givan  notice  of  the  closing  of  the  toti- 
mony-in-chief  in  G.  A.  he  Mare  &,  Co.,  the  counsel  of  the  United  States  filed  in  thii 
claim  document  No.  11,  conaistiug  of  papers  pnrporting  to  be  photographie  and  mis- 
oacript  copies  of  documente  said  to  have  been  found  among  the  so-called  ConfMmU 
ATchiveit,  and  reUtiUK  to  a  transaction  between  Iieon  QQeyronae  and  the  Con&dBralr 
authorities.  In  the  transaction  the  said  Qnejronseis  made  to  appear  aa  acting  in  the 
eapacity  of  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sc  Uo.  I  forwarded  a  printoo  copy  of  that  docu- 
ment to  Jnles  I<e  More,  at  New  Orleans,  the  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  in  this  eouDtiy. 
Owing  to  the  placini;  of  this  claim  among  the  woalled  suspended  oaaca  it  was  in- 
l>o»aible  for  roe  to  take  Mr.  L*  Morn's  testimony  until  the  recent  order  of  the  Comini*- 
sion  allowinK  us  to  present  testimony  and  evidence  on  nr  before  the  3 1st  of  May,  I.  it 
counsel  for  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  bad  advised  Mr.  Le  More  that  it  was  immateiitl 
whether,  in  the  transactinn  referred  to,  Leon  Qneyronae  acted  aa  the  aMutof  G.A. 
Lb  More  &,  Co.,  or  of  other  parties;  I  mean  immaterial  as  a  tjnesUon  of  law  j  batbr 
insisted  upon  beiuR  called  as  a  witness,  in  order  to  explain  toe  appateut  oonSiet  be- 
tween the  testimony  in  the  old  records  and  the  matters  set  forth  in  Iheaaiddoenainil 
No.  11  relative  to  tlie  oonneetiou  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  with  any  dealinn  w  Irwi- 
actioDB  with  the  Confederate  authorities.  When  .the  said  order  of  the  CommisMaii 
was  recently  issued  I  uotiiled  Mr.  Le  More,  and  he  has  come  on  traai  New  Orkan*  W 
be  exBminr<l. 

Q.  Hare  you  examined  document  No.  II,  the  printed  oopy  of  whioh  I  present  to 

SDnf — A.  I  feceived  a  printed  oopy  from  you,  and  rinoe  my  arrival  here  frota  Ner 
rleans  I  looked  carefallr  at  the  document  sMd  to  be  a  phstograpble  oopy  of  a  receipt 
of  Leon  Qiieyronse,  dateil  March  -22,  1664. 

Q.  Do  you  refer  to  the  document  beginning  at  bottom  of  page  313  of  the  [oiDtMi 
recordi — A.  Yna,  air. 

Q.  Am  the  papers  embraced  In  document  No.  II,  so  far  as  yon  know,  true  and  ns- 
nine  oopies'of  tbeoriipnals! — A.  Icannotsay;  I  have  seen  some  signed  by  me  whlel 
seem  to  be  genuine ;  and  some  others  also. 

Q.  Is  that  document,  pnrpotting  to  be  a  receipt  of  Leon  QaeynraM  of  Harcb  H 
1864,  in  thehondwrilingof  LeonQueyrouset— A.  Idonotthinkso;  I  think  it  la Mt: 
1  am  sure  it  ie  not,  now  that  I  see  it. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  any  firm  iu  Europe  or  In  the  United  Btalea  entitled  J-  A- 
Le  More  &,  Co.,  as  written  iti  that  document  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Was  Mr.  Queyrouee  familiar  with  the  title  of  the  SrmoTQ.  A.  Le  Mon  ft  Cv., 
in  HaTMf— A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  prepare,  at  my  suggeatlon,  a  statement  in  French  of  Uie  matters  lul 
you  wish  to  tenti^  tol^A.  I  have  prepared  a  atatoment  In  French  that  Isent  bt  the 
attorney  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  to  put  into  good  Engliab,  because  I  wa«  not  able '« 
write  it  iu  English,  but  I  am  able  to  read  it,  and  I  have  it  here. 

6.  Who  had  it  put  into  English  for  you  I — A.  You  did,  and  I  am  readv  to  read  ii. 

This  witness  was  arrested  and  imprisoned  by  General  BnUer  and  not  released  lutil 
the  latter  part  of  December,  IseS.     In  the  month  of  April  7,  1663,  by  re— a  of  tbc 
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diMolation  of  my  oammeniBl  Arm  at  New  Orlekna  oo  December  31,  Itjfiii,  and  my  isM- 
bilit;  on  that  account,  and  beoMiM  of  my  recent  difficnlty  with  the  Federal  antbority 
to  tTMiaaot  boai&eM  there  oonTeuientl;,  I  left  tLat  city  with  the  pennueion  of  the 
F«d«T*t  anthorittee,  and  proceeded  to  MatamonM,  Uexioo,  in  searoh  of  profitable 
employment. 

After  baving  studied  the  oommental  aJtaatiOQ  of  that  region  1  wrote,  on  Hay  80, 
1S63,  to  G.  A.  Le  Horn  and  Co.  the  letter  which  ii  printed  on  pages  196  and  197  of  the 
record  of  this  claim,  and  in  which  I  propose  to  bny  cotton  for  tbem. 

Daring  Ibeanmmerof  tluttjeai  1  learned  that  Leon  Qiteyronse,  n  citizen  of  Franoe, 
formerly  leaident  in  New  Orleana,  bnt  then  eatabllahed  in  basineae  at  HatamoroB  aa  a 
commiMion  merchant,  held  a  claim  againtt  the  Confederate  Ckivernment  payable  in 
uotion  at  Browniville,  on  the  Bio  Grande,  oppoeite  Matamoroe.  It  occurred  to  me 
that  here  waa  an  excellent  opportnnity  for  a  profitable  inrestment  in  cotton  for  Q.  A. 
Ije  Hare  A,  Co,  1  therefore  bargained  with  the  said  Qneyroose  fbr  the  purchase  from 
him  for  that  firm  of  hie  claim  to  the  cotton  which  be  mas  to  receire  from  U^jor  Rna- 
•ell,  the  oonsommation  of  the  bars^n  being  contingent,  however,  upon  the  reoeipt 
by  me  of  authority  from  G.  A.  Le  More  Sc.  Co.  to  pnrchaae  cotton  for  them  as  I  had 


"fCJi, 


o  acquaintance  and  never  had  any  commnnication  whatsoever  with  U^or 
RuaseU,  and  knew  nothing  of  the  circnmstances  of  the  transaction  between  him  and 
l/tioa  Queyronse.  I  nuderstand,  however,  that  in  that  transaotion  the  latter  acted  as 
»n  agent,  whoee  prinoipals being  Itarria,  in  Mexico,  not  Garcia,  aethereoord  is  printed 
in  this  claim,  and  the  firm  of  Darrety,  Faasin  &,  Co.,  at  Havana. 

Late  in  September  I  received  from  Q.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  the  letter  of  July  34,  1863, 
which  ii  printed  on  page  199  of  the  record  of  this  claim,  authorizing  me  to  pnrchaae 
cotton  for  them,  and  Boon  tliereafter  I  began  making  peonniary  advanoes  to  (Joey- 
rouae  on  the  cotton,  which  be  was  momentarily  expecting  to  receive  from  H^Jor  Bob- 
aell.  I  frequently  and  constantly  urged  Qneyrouse  to  insist  upon  the  prompt  fulfill- 
ment by  H^orBusaell  of  bis  nromiee  to  deliver  the  cotton  to  him,  and  protetted  against 
hia  permitting  cotton  to  be  delivered  in  satisfaction  of  other  claims  over  which  hia 
was  entitled  to  priority,  one  of  which  I  particularly  remember,  that  of  one  Soabry. 

In  the  month  of  December,  1663,  feeling  that  I  had  imperiled  the  intereets  of  G. 
A-  Le  Here  &,  Co.  by  making  pecuniary  adranoes  to  Queyronse  liefore  the  delivery 
uf  cotton,  and  impatient  at  Queyronxe's  lack  of  firmness,  I  weut  with  him  to  Uonte- 
r«j,  Mexico,  where  1  bought  a  wagon  and  four  mules,  and  traveled  several  hnndred 
nulea  by  land  to  Shreveport,  in  North  Louisiaua.  Uaviug  determined  to  take  the 
tnattor  of  the  settlement  of  Queymuse's  claim  into  my  own  hands,  I  concluded  upon 
refleotion  that  the  Confederate  authuritiea  wonld  be  much  more  ready  and  willing  to 
settle  the  claim  if  it  waa  reported  to  them  that  it  was  that  of  a  French  oommeroifd 
bonse  than  if  it  was  known  and  regarded  as  the  claim  of  a  siuiple  individual,  Quey- 
ronse, who  allowed  himself  to  be  trjfled  with  so  many  months.  I  therefore  author- 
ized the  said  Queyronse  to  hold  himself  out  as  the  agent  ufG.  A.  LeMore  &.  Co.  This 
is  the  sole  reason  why,  in  the  napers  contained  lU  the  aforeiiaid  document  No.  tl, 
that  firm  appears  as  the  ariginal  owner  of  Qaeyroose's  claiu  for  cotton  against  the 
Confederate  Oovernment.  None  of  ns  ever  imagined  that  the  mattor  wonld  become 
the  snbject  of  a  Judicial  iuvestigatiau,  or  that  it  made  any  practical  diD'Grence  who 
the  principals  of  Louib  Quevrouse  were. 

I  moat  solemnly  swear  tuat  to  my  knowledge  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  never  had  any 
transaction  of  whatsoever  nature  or  kind  with  the  Confederate  authorities  or  any  <n 
their  agents  or  any  persons  couuectad  with  them,  and  that  they  did  not  even  know 
tb*t  they  bad  ever  bmv  accused  or  Rnspected  of  having  had  or  of  being  concerned  in 
any  snch  transaotion  until  long  since  the  filing  ot  this  claim,  when  I  wrote  to  them 
that  some  doonmenta  hod  been  preaented  which  reported  theui  as  baving  had  some 
dealings  with  the  Confederate  authorities,  telling  them,  however,  at  the  some  time, 
that  it  wae  a  matter  of  no  importance. 

Dnring  my  sqjoum  in  North  LKjuisiaua  I  mode  neveral  purchases  of  cotton  for  G. 
A.  Le  More  A  Co.,  some  of  which  was  burned.  Among  other  lots  I  bought  of  John 
Pargiind  164  bales,  and  of  A.  LaEarre  59  hales.  I  caused  the  164  bales  to  be  hanled 
from  Parsoud's  plantatiouto  Lazarre's  place,  and  paid  for  the  hanling  myself.  I  also 
bought  of  Leon  Queyronse  K30  bales  on  the  Simmons  plantation,  which  are  the  sub- 
ject of  this  claim.  All  of  these  purchases  were  made  at  the  rate  of  $160  in  green- 
backs, and  paid  for  partly  in  gold,  partly  in  grrenbacks,  and  partly  in  drafts  on 
Monterdler  at  New  Orleans,  on  PrieUt  at  Uatamoros,  and  G.  A.  I«  Horn  A,  Co.  at 
Havre.  At  that  time  the  Confederate  currency  was  very  much  depreciated  lu  that 
part  of  LoRisiaua.  The  oecupation  of  that  region  by  the  Federal  forces  was  moment- 
arily expected.  In  the  expectation  of  such  oiscupation,  and  of  the  possibility  of  ship- 
ping to  New  Orleans  the  cotton  which  I  had  bought.  I  dispatched  an  agent  to  that 
city  to  procnte  for  me  a  permit  from  the  Federal  anthorittes  for  the  shipment  of  the 
ootton. 

Among  the  papers  contained  in  said  document  No.  11 1  have  esamined,  liiioe  my 
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w  Mil)  receipt  before,  or  kueir  of  ita  exisWitee  antil  it  was  pnaeatcd  in  tliii 
cHH.  It  purports  to  be  a  pbohigiaphto  copy  of  the  original.  But  I  Bin  oett^a  tlut 
it  is  Dot  in  the  handwritiDg  of  LeoD  QuejronM,  and  that  it  do«s  not  atat«  the  troth. 


Mwell  or  M^or  Baclmer,  in  part  satisfactiou  at  his  claim,  the  3S3  bales  of  ««ttoa. 

When  that  receipt  pnrporls  to  have  been  Kiven—that  is,  on  Haroh  S3,  1964 — UifOi 
Baokaer,  the  agent  of  Li  eaten  ant-Colonel  Broadiretl,  may  have  known  of  the  exMt- 
ence  of  that  omonnt  of  cotton  on  the  Lazarre  place,  and  may  have  snppaMd  that  Jtt 
oonld  selEC  and  use  it  in  gnttlement  of  said  claim,  bat  I  repeat  that  said  lot  of  oofton 
had  been  previnnsly  bougbt  and  paid  for  bj  me,  and  that  Leon  Qnejronae  never  re- 
oeived  one  bale  teotn  tbe  Confederate  anthorities  or  any  one  else.  To  my  knovledge 
the  onlf  cotton  actually  received  by  said  Qaeyranso  from  Major  Bnolcner  woe  the  ^ 
boles  which  I  purchas«»d  from  him  on  the  Simmons  plantation. 

In  the  Judicial  iuvrstigstioa  of  the  claim  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.  I  testifled,  I  be- 
lieve, thne  times.  What  I  said  in  the  testimony  givenby  mswas  the  tmth.  loai- 
not  voQoh  for  tbe  oceoracy  of  the  report  of  said  testimony  made  by  tbe  commiasioDen 
before  nboio  it  was  given,  as  it  was  never  read  over  to  me,  and  I  know  ^m  experi- 
ence how  seldom  testimony  is  accurately  reported.  Qaeetiona  wen  pat  to  me,  and  mt 
lawyers  and  tbe  oommissiooers  agreednpon  the  wording  of  the  answers,  as  my  knowl' 
edge  of  English  was  very  imperfect,  as  it  is  to-day.  I  poaitively  affirm,  however,  Ou 
trntb  of  tbe  statements  made  by  me  respecting  the  porchase  of  830  bolea  of  eMtM 
ftom  Qnevrouse,  and  164  from  Faigoad,  and  59  from  A.  Lazarre. 

It  will  be  seen  by  reference  to  the  record  of  Ibis  claim  that  my  testimony  on  tbsse 
points  is  entirely  in  keeping  witj;  and  confirmed  by  that  of  the  said  Pargond  sod 
LaEarre  and  John  T.  Simmons  and  H^or  Bnokner,  none  of  whom  bod  any  niMlT* 
for  misstating  the  fact,  or  any  reaaon  to  sacrifice  tbe  trath  for  the  benefit  «f  or  lo&- 
Tor  me.  I  was  almost  an  entire  stranger  to  them  and  had  never  liad  any  rclotioDi 
with  them,  except  in  connection  with  my  pnichose  from  them  and  ttmn  QaeyntM 
of  the  said  several  Iota  of  cotton.     I  bod  never  seen  them  befoM,  and  have  neverseu 

I  believe  I  cannot  addnceany  stranger  proof  of  the  entire  tmthandrincerityoftlu 
testimony  given  by  me  on  the  oooaaiona  mentioned  than  the  &ct  that  If  I  eoaU  ban 
testified  and  proved  that  in  the  receipt  of  the  cotton  from  tbe  Oonfedermte  aathoci- 
ties  Leon  Qneyronae  acted  as  the  agent  of  O.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.,  I  wonid  have  eetsb- 
lishod  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  conrts  of  law  the  right  of  their  claim,  and  their  till* 
to  tbe  cotton,  whereas  I  did  not  so  testify  fur  the  simple  reaaon  that  I  was  uudereath. 
and  that  Qnevrouse  was  not  and  never  bod  been  the  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A  Co., 
and  never  had  any  bnsiness  relations  or  connection  witti  them,  notwithstanding  Uh 
impreasion  to  tbe  contrary,  wbicb  migbt  be  produced  by  the  papers  oontatned  ia  tbe 
afoTFsaid  docnment  No.  11. 

I  have  been  sdvised  by  tbe  counsel  of  O.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.  that  it  Is  immsteiial 
whether  in  the  transaction  of  Jnne  3,  1H6:I,  with  Major  Snssell,  Qa«yroni«  was  the 
agent  of  Itorria,  or  of  Durrety,  Plasein  &,  Co.,  or  of  G.  A,  Le  More  &  Co.  Neverthe- 
less, ever  since  the  filling  of  saiil  document  No.  11,  t  have  been  onxfons  to  be  eiini' 
ined  in  reference  to  the  appnrent  conflict  between  the  history  of  this  claim  as  pie- 
eented  in  said  docnment  and  the  true  biHtory  tbereuf  as  set  forth  in  the  old  raMirdaf 
the  claim.  I  desired  to  reiterate  what  I  then  testified  to  in  regard  to  the  ptuehaMftl 
the  cotton  for  O.  A.  Le  Moreft  Co.,  and  to  correct  certain  errors  which  I  have  noticed 
in  the  report  of  the  printed  testimony,  such  as  tbe  printing  as  Garcia  tbe  name  at 
Itarria,  and  the  statement  that  I  had  testified  that  1  paid  1160  per  hale  in  gieeoback). 
whereas  what  I  said  was  that  I  paid  at  the  rate  of  $160.  There  may  be  a  nnmbst  of 
smaller  errors  which  I  did  not  notice,  because  the  testimony  was  never  read  over  ta 

Croas-examined  by  Mr.  QEonGB  9.  Boutwell  ; 

<J.  Is  Leon  (JneyrooBelivingl— A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  And  where  f— A.  In  New  Orleans. 

Q.  When  did  your  acquaintance  with  Leon  Queyrouze  begin  f— A.  A  fbw  yeaMofler 
I  was  in  New  Orleans.     He  was  a  grocer  in  New  Orleans. 

Q.  In  what  yeart — A.  I  do  not  know  exactly,  sir. 

Q.  State  as  nearly  as  you  reooUeot. — A.  It  may  have  been  about  1S50  or  18St.  1 4« 
not  remember  exactly.     I  did  not  frequent  him.     I  knew  him. 

<j.  Did  yon  have  any  busineas  relations  with  him  Iwtweenthe  years  Id50  and  IBCOt— 
A.  Yes;  in  18;i2  I  think  I  had.  I  was  clerk  in  the  office  where  he  waa.  He  «■■> 
partner. 

Q.  Yon  say  that  the  receipt  signed  by  Leon  Queyronse,  agent,  dated  March  S2, 1664. 
aa  shown  to  yon,  being  a  photographic  copyof  the  origini^  is  not  in  th«  hnndTOtiijC 
of  Leon  Qneyroase  I — A.  It  is  not,  to  my  best  knowledge. 
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e  tb«  aignatare,  bnt  not  the  body  of  the  receipt  t 
<).  In  the  body  «r  this  paper  is  tbia  BtatemeDt  whiob  ia  in  pBymeut  (with  the  pro- 

vi«a  -annexed)  of  »  claim  on  tbe  put  of  gentlemen  J.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Franoe, 

againat  tbe  Confederate  Btatea  of  tfae  amount  of  (80,656.49. 
Q.  Bave  yoa  an;  knowledge  whether  any  snob  anm  waa  ttt  that  time  dae  to  J.  A. 

Ii*  More  Sc  Co.! — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  Do  jou  know  wbetber  that  snm  was  then  dne  to  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.t — A.  No, 

Q.  Were  yon  present  when  this  receipt  of  LeoD  Qaeyionse,  agent,  was  signed  T — A. 

Q.  When  did  yon  Aral  know  of  the  existence  of  (hat  leoeipt  t — A.  When  I  aaw  it 
first  in  tbe  printed  docnmeut  the  day  before  yeeterday,  when  1  saw  that  doonment. 

Q.  You  have  said  in  yonr  statement  that  at  the  time  and  for  a  oertaio  pnrpoae  fon 
madeLenn  Qneyrouaeagentl — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  what  time  and  place  was  that  agenoy  conferred  apon  bimf — A.  I  think  it 
was  in  March  or  Pebrottry,  1864.     It  was  so  long  a  time  ago  I  do  not  remember. 

<j.  Is  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  in  exlstenoet — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  oonstitnte  the  members  of  it  T — A.  Oustave  Le  More,  acting  partner,  and 
silent  partner  Leontine  Le  More.     The  same  firm  aa  l>efore. 

The  farther  examination  of  the  witness  was  then  a^onmed  to  Monday,  iS»j  38, 
l»a,  at  3  o'clock  p.  m. 

Before  signing  tbe  preoeding  examination  the  witn«M  made  tbe  following  eorreo- 

1.  Insert  "oricnnal"  befbie  word  "owner,"  p.  6,  line  'iO. 

JULES  LB  MOBE. 
6.  A.  Ls  Mom  &.  Co.  1 

V.  >  No.  211. 

The  Ukited  States,  y 

UOKIUT,  Mat  S8,  1883. 
Pnrsnant  to  atMonrnment  tfae  counsel  for  tbe  United  States,  Hr.  Oeorge  8.  Boatwell, 
and  the  counsel  for  the  claimant,  Hr.  Albert  Janln,  met  at  the  office  of  tbe  oommis- 
sioner,  W.  F.  Peddrick,  1516  H  street,  WoshiDgtOD,  D.  C,  the  commissioner  being 
proient,  and  proceeded  with  tbe  exsmitiation  ofthe  wittiess,  Mr,  Jules  Le  More. 

Cross-examined  hy  Mr.  BOUTWBIX: 

Q.  At  what  place  were  yon  on  tbe  itid  day  of  March,  1864 1— A.  I  think  I  waa  in 
Monro'-,  on  the  Onacbita  River. 

Q.  Did  TOD  not  see  Leon  Qaeyroaae  that  day  t — A.  I  cannot  remember  wbetttsr  I 
unbim  that  day. 

Q.  Did  not  yon  tiave  knowledge  on  oraboattbe23dof  March,  1864,  that  Leon  Qney- 
ronse  had  signed  socb  a  receipt  as  appears  on  pagee  313-3L4  of  document  No.  11  f — A. 
No,  sir. 

Q,  Did  not  you  know  that  be  waa  engaged  in  some  transaction  relating  to  cotton  at 
that  time  I — A.  I  knew  he  was  to  receive  aome  cotton. 

Q.  The  snm  of  |H0,85e.42  is  mentioned  in  that  receipt;  do  yon  know  how  that  sum 
happens  to  be  there  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  yon  no  knowledge  of  any  transaction  in  which  tfae  sam  of  |S0,K8.43  ap- 
pears t — A.  No,  sir. 

<j.  Do  not  yon  know  that  at  that  time  that  snm  of  mooflj  w 
G.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.,  by  the  Confederate  States  T— A.  I  know 

Q.  You  know  it  waa  not  dnet— A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  How  do  yon  know  it  waa  not  dneT — A.  Beoanse  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  never 
made  anything  with  tbe  Confederate  Slat«B. 

Q,  Did  they  never  make  any  contract  with  the  ConTederaayf — A.  NeTer. 

Q.  Did  not  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Oo.,  or  a  firm  of  which  they  were  partners,  have  a 
contract  for  tbe  delivery  of  gray  cloth  T — A.  Never,  never. 

Q.  Were  yon  a  member  of  tbe  Arm  at  thattimcT— A.  No,  air;  I  never  was  a  mem- 
ber of  tbe  arm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co. 

Q.  Where  were  yon  on  the  Tth  of  March,  1864 1— A.  I  do  not  know  snrely ;  I  think 
I  was  in  Monroe.     I  do  not  know ;  maybe  I  was  in  another  place — in  Shreveport. 

Q.  Do  yon  say  tbat  on  tbe  Tth  day  of  March,  1864,  the  Confederate  States  were  not 
indebted  to  0.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co  I— A.  I  repeat — I  repeat  th«t  G.  A.  Le  More  dc  Co. 
never  had  anythlag  to  do  with  tbe  Confederate  States. 

H.  Ex.  236 30  ^  ■ 
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Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  of  a  contract  between  the  ConAderate  8Ut«  aod  nj 
otber  partiea,  except  Oantherio  &.  Co. — first,  who  were  the  memben  of  that  Innf— 
A.  UantberiD,  Alfred  Le  Hore,  and  myself. 

Q.  Yoa  bad  asreed  to  fumisb  nay  cloth  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  O.  A.  Le  More  was  one  of  them  T— A.  Ko,  sii ;  never ;  nobody  of  the  Ann  »f  6. 
A.  Le  More  &■  Co.  was  a  partner  of  ours. 

Q.  Waathereanythmgdue&omthBConfederateQoTernmentat  the  time  jonspask 
of  to  Qanthurin  and  Alfred  and  Jules  Le  More  I — A.  Ng,  sir. 

Q.  The  contract  was  completed  for  (405,000;  and  after  that  do  yoa  say  than  wm 
ao  claim  axtinst  the  Confederate  OoTerument  t— A.  No,  sir ;  not  that  I  know  of. 

Q,  When  was  that  paid  t— A.  I  think  it  waa  paid  in  lUSi,  if  I  am  not  mutaken. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  a  printed  docnment  on  page  312  of  the  reoord  In  598  befote  ths 
Commission,  and  state  whether  what  pnrports  Ui  be  a  letter  signed  by  Jalea  Le  Una 
waa  written  by  yon  ut  not  t — A.  [Limking  at  the  records.]  It  la  explained  in  that 
[pointing  tio  the  teetimony  of  the  first  day]. 

Q.  I  do  not  ask  yon  that;  I  ask  yon  whether  yon  wrote  that  letter  T— A.  I  did  cot 
write  the  letter;  I  signed  a  letter  of  that  kind;  that  is  all  I  can  say. 

Q.  What  do  yon  say  as  to  this  being  the  letter  yon  signed  I — A.  That  I  cannot  nc- 

Q,  Have  yon  any  doubt  abont  it  T — A.  I  may  have  donbt  aboat  the  Englisb. 

Q.  Wasn't  it  written  in  Kn^IiahT — A.  But  I  have  never  been  perfeet  in  UiaEugiyi 
language,  bo  far  ss  knowing  it. 

Q.  What  claim  is  referred  to  in  this  lanKnage :  "  In  answer  to  both  of  tboM  n- 
dorsementa  I  have  the  honor  to  say  that  Lieutenant- Colonel  BriMdwell's  statemenl 
of  the  transaction  is  currect  as  it  is,  but  not  complete,  in  this :  first,  that  be  OMil*  to 
•ay  that  we  were  willing  to  settle  our  claim  at  the  rate  of  fiO^  cents  perpooBdon  tha 
footing  of  cotton  delivered  to  ua  at  Broif^sville  et  that  rate,  thba  claiming  tor  ths 
difference  of  expenses  between  the  places  of  delivery  ;"  what  olatm  la  lefiund  [of— 
A.  That  claim  is  Queyrouie's  claim  explained  in  that  [pointing  to  the  teatimonj  of 
the  first  day] ;  he  was  to  receive  more  ootton  than  he  sold  to  me. 

Q.  You  say  that  this  waa  QueyrouM'H  claim  T — A.  It  was  concermng  Qaeyienia'i 
claim',  not  Oaiitherin  &,  Co. 

Q.  What  did  yon  mean  by  the  phrase  "oar  claim  "f — A.Beoaiise  I  wanted  tba  Cm- 
federate  offloer  to  believe  it  was  the  claim  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co. 

Q.  Then,  as  a  matter  of  faot,  you  stated  what  was  uottmeT— A.  Tea,  air;  that  is 

Q.  Now  do  yon  say  that  you  have  no  kuowledge  of  aclalmbyOantherin  aodAlfnd 
Le  Hore  and  Jnlee  Le  More  against  the  Confederato  Statea,  or  a  clafm  by  0.  A  La 
Mor«  against  the  Confederate  GoveromeDt  of  980,U58.4Sit— A.  Neither  Oantherin  A 
Co.  nor  G,  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  had  a  claim  against  the  Confederate  States. 

Q.  Did  any  party,  of  whoae  bostueea  you  had  any  knowledge  at  that  time,  hsra 
any  claim  against  the  Confederato  Stateaf — A.  Ho,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  who  T.  E.  Belknap  was t— A.  No,  sir;  I  think  he  waa  a  Dcrshant 
In  New  Orleans. 

Q.  But  in  Shreveport  in  1864I-~A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Did  yon  never  know  Bnch  a  person  t — A.  1  have  known  him  by  sight. 

Q.  Did  yiiu  have  any  bnainesa  relations  witb  himt — A.  Never. 

Q.  On  page  337  of  the  record  in  ooee  No.  59B,  being  an  extract  from  the  neoid  in 
811,  ia  a  letter  ugned  Jnlea  Le  More,  dated  at  Shreveport,  Manh  10,  IMi,  direotad  ts 
T.  K.  Belknap,  Esq.,  Shreveport,  La.,  in  which  the  writer  says:  "InacMndaoeewitk 
ftgivnment  made  between  Lieut.  Col.  B.  Kirby  Smith,  Lleotuiant-ColoiMl  Broadwetl, 
and  myself  yesterday  morning,  I  appointed  yon  as  the  arbiter  to  reptesent  my  isttf- 
est  In  the  examination  of  the  olaiois  of  0.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  Havra,  and  M^.  C.  I<» 
•ell,  qnartormaster,  C.  8.  A. ; "  what  claim  is  referred  to  then  I — A.  It  may  ba  il  it 
the  same  olaim  ae  this  one,  but  I  do  not  recolleot  the  name  of  Mr.Belknmt;  I  didM* 
•ee  him  probably ;  that  name  waa  snggeeted  U  - " 

9.  IB '    """   — 

Brownavilis ; "  what  claim  ia  there  referred  to  1 — A.  if  was  the  same  olalm. 
Q.  Waan't  It  the  claim  against  the  Confederate  Oovemment  for  |U0,H5a.43f— A  S«, 

Q.  Yon  an  certain  of  that  as  yon  are  of  anythlogl— A.  I  do  not  know  aayllrtB( 
aboat  that  claim  of  (80,000  that  yon  speak  of. 

Q.  Did  you  kuow  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell,  chief  of  the  ootton  bareao  of  tM 
ConfbderatoQovenimeQtT— A.  Yes,  sir;  I  saw  him  at  Shreveport. 

Q.  Did  yoa  know  Hi^.  J.  A.  Bnckner,  assistant  Inspector-genenlT— A.  It  may  t*; 
hnt  I  do  not  remember  that'. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  knowledge  that  W.  A.  Broadwell,  llenteuatit-Goltai*!,  Ao.,  wioM 
thU  letter: 
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■'  Shbbvxpobt,  January  SO,  1864. 
"Meoan.  Q.  A.  Lb  Mori  A.  Co.,  of  Hbttb: 

"OMirn,KMKK:  Ihavethebonotto  TetoTa^onthe  certified  aocoQnt  of  MfttorCbarles 
Ronell  for  $80,656.42,  with  tbe  accontpanyiUK  pftpers.  I  will  take  up  tne  acconnt 
with  ootton  at  UO}  cente  per  pound,  if  directeoto  do  so  bj  the  department  commander. 
The  point  of  delivery  will  be  made  known  aa  ooon  aa  he  approTea  snch  a  Mttlement 
of  Tonr  claim  T  " 

A.  No,  eir ;  I  do  not  know.  I  am  snre  that  the  firm  of  0.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.  never 
receivod  anob  a  letter. 

Q-  How  do  yon  know  I — A.  Becanee  they  never  bad  anything  to  do  with  the  Con- 
federate ofBcen. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  knowledge  that  a  claim  by  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  was  referred  to 
the  acting  anditor  of  the  Confederate  States  for  examination  f — A.  No,  Hir ;  no  claim 
coald  bavB  been  referred  to  the  acting  anditor,  beoaaae  I  know  that  O.  A.  Le  More 
had  never  any  olalm  against  the  Confederacy. 

Q.  Will  yoD  look  at  the  report  of  the  anditor.  on  page  395  of  the  record  in  No.  211, 
foand  In  record  No.  598,  and  say  whether  yon  have  any  knowledge  of  the  claim  for 
cloth  spoken  of  in  the  first  paragraph  of  that  report  T— A.  No,  sir.  (Beading  the  re- 
port.) 

^  What  waa  yonr  claim  against  the  Confederate  Qoremment  T — A.  The  only  claim 
we  bad  was  for  1G,000  lialea  of  ootton  sold  to  the  New  Orleans  Bank  before  that  in 

leoe. 

Q.  On  March  7,  1864,  what  claim  had  yon,  or  O.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.,  or  Gantherln 
and  the  lie  Mores  t — A.  We  bad  no  claim  at  >U. 

Q.  Yon  are  sore  of  that  T— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  then,  in  ynar  letter  of  March.?,  1864,  yon  eay.  "  wltbin  the  last  ton  daya 
Lient«n»nt-Coltinel  Broad  welt  offered  as  a  settlement  (in  an  nnofflola!  manner)  by 
dralla  on  Yankee  banks,  at  a  rate  which  was  not  acceptable  for  sncb  Suotnons  cnr- 
rency  aa  greenbackt ;"  what  claim  was  thatT — A.  It  was  the  claim  of  Queyrouze. 

Q.  For  what  cotton  T~A.  Tbe  ootton  that  I  bought  fiom  Qneyronie.  That  letter 
is  signed  by  me,  bat  I  do  not  nae  that  lansaaKO. 

Q.  Ton  state  that  LianteDant-Golonet  Broaawoll  "  omita  to  say  tbat  we  wen  wlll- 
log  to  settle  onr  claim  at  the  rate  of  ^  crota  per  pound  on  the  footing  of  ootton  de- 
livered to  ns  at  Brownsville  at  that  rate,  Ibas  claiming  for  tbe  difference  of  expenses 
twtweeD  tbe  place*  of  delivery ;"  nbatdoyonmeanby  thatT— A.  Because  In  Browns- 
ville;  if  yon  received  ootton  in  Brownsville  yon  were  reoeiviog  so  many  bales;  If 
recelvine  them  In  the  interior  it  was  double. 

Q.  What  does  Wi  cents  per  ponnd  mean  T — A.  I  do  not  knovi. 

(j.  Do  yon  know  anything  of  a  tetter  written  by  Lien  tenant-Colonel  Broadwell  on 
the  S6th  of  January,  1»64,  in  wbiob  be  r«fera  to  the  "  anplloation  of  O.  A.  Le  More  A. 
Co.,  of  Havre,  to  obtain  the  settlement  of  a  claim  daetnera"t — A.  I  do  not  recollect 
that ;  if  It  waa  it  made  sllneion  to  the  nlaim  of  QneyronRo. 

Q.  Now,  do  not  yon  know  that  there  wm  due  to  yon  or  some  of  yon  who  have 
berai  named  in  this  transaction  the  anm  of  •dO,S58.42  for  gray  cloth,  and  tbat  yon  re- 
ceived In  payment  therefor,  either  directly  to  yonrself  or  throngh  Qneyronse,  ootton 
from  M^oi  Bnaaell  or  some  other  person  representing  the  Confederate  Oovemment, 
at  '20^  cents  per  ponnd,  an  1  Qneyronze  receipted  for  itf — A.  So ;  I  do  not,  except 
that  Qpeymnie  received  some  cotton,  tbe  ootton  that  I  twnKht. 

Q.  How,  did  not  your  firm  bring  nay  oloth  irom  Havre  after  1862,  and  delivei  it  to 
theConfederateanthoritiest— A.  I^,.  jr. 

Q.  Nor  did  Q,  A  LeHore  A  Co. 'do  itT — A.  No,  air;  the  gray  cloth  for  onr  contraot 
left  Maraelllea,  not  Havre. 

(The  witneSB  waa  here  shown  a  letter  in  manuscript.) 

Q.  Look  at  that  letter  and  state  whether  that  slKiutnre  is  yours  1 — A.  Tea,  sir. 

<j.  Look  at  tbe  body  of  that  letter  and  aay  whether  the  handwriting  la  yonn  T — A. 
Tee,nr. 

Q.  Will  yon  look  at  the  printed  letter  on  pages  31S-313  of  record  No.  211,  fonnd  iiL 
No.  598,  and  aay  whether  tbat  letter  is  not  a  verbatim  copy  of  the  manuscript  lettei 
whiohi  show  you,  and  which  you  say  was  written  by  yoar  hand  and  stsnedbyyont — 
Q.  That  refers  always  to  tbat  aame  claim  of  QneyrouEe. 

Q.  How  moch  money  did  yon  advance  to  QueymnEe  on  aAoount  of  the  ootton  that 
he  waa  to  deliver  to  yon  T — A.  At  Matamoraa  almiit  (15,000 ;  It  may  be  a  little  more. 

Q.  In  yonr  letter  to  whieb  yoac  attention  waa  iaal  called  you  suy  "  we  wei«  dsatr- 
ona  to  get  here  tbe  amount  of  out  claim,  with  intereal  in  gold,  rather  than  staple; "  If 
yonc  claim  was  as  yon  allege  for  cotton  in  staple,  bow  do  yon  explain  Uiis  demand  t — 
A.  It  may  be  Queyronie,  but  not  me. 

Q.  This  your  letter  T— A.  I  don't  understand  that ;  I  had  no  claim  at  all. 

Q.  Bat  yon  made  a  claim,  didn't  yon,  hereT — A.  Yes,  Mr. 

Q.  In  gold,  with  intcieet  in  gold,  and  yon  stated  tbat  yon  preferred  it  to  be  staple  t 

Wrniua.  What  letterT 

Mr.  BotrrwBLi.  Yonr  letter  to  E.  Kiiby  Smith;  yon  say  that  "  as  to  the  offer  man- 
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tionediiiLieiit«iisiit-ColoiielBn)B<lweIl'BiDdoi«eiDeiit  of|I20in  BpeciefiiTMobbiltat 
eoUom  given  to  na  in  lettlemeDt ; "  tlisn  yon  ndd  "he  hoB  Bever  mads  m  •oehaDtSH, 
>lthoDgh  he  was  perfeotlf  awaze  then  and  ever  naoe  we  first  taw  biin  In  nUtioa  le 
thii  matter  that  we  were  deairons  to  get  here  the  amonot  of  our  claim,  with  [nterat 
in  gold  rather  than  staple ;"  what  I  aik  it,  If  yonr  claim  wai  fbccottoa.M  joa  MMtt, 
how  oonid  yon  have  made  a  deotaratioil  that  70a  wanted  yonr  claim  with  iotenrt  ik 
goldT — A.  I  wae  writing  in  my  name,  bat  I  waa  writing  for  Qaejroaie. 

Q.  But  if  QaejTOnzfl'a  claim  wufor  cotton,  giving  the  nnmber  of  balaa,  whatriitit 
had  joa,  apeaklug  for  youiself,  or  Qoeyroaze  on  behalf  of  that  claim,  to  aaMrt  that 
yon  wanted  for  that  claim  gold,  with  intereat  in  goldf — A.  It  may  be  thatke  wanted 
to  have  gold  in  preference  to  cotton,  and  he  made  me  write  that  letter. 

Q.  How  do  yon  explain,  con nstently  with  the  atattunent  yon  now  make,  that  yon 
bad  DO  claim  other  than  throngh  QaeyTonie,  and  that  QDeyroDie'a  claim  ww  (or  a 
eertaiu  qnaatity  of  cotton,  the  statement  you  make  in  thu  latter:  "  The  only  ofia  be 
made,  and  that  not  in  a  bnsiDcas-like  manner,  waa  (90  per  bale,  which  price  weald  DM 
cover  tbe  principal  of  onrclaim"!— A.  Well,  it  ma^beof  Qaeyroniedwaya,  beuaie 
I  had  pnt  the  claim  before  those  offloera  as  our  claim.  That  ia  the  only  way  I  can 
explain  that  letter. 

Q.  Yon  have  stated  that  that  claim  of  Qneyronze  which  yon  booght  waa  for  a  eer- 
tain  number  of  bales  of  ootton,  and  not  for  a  given  amonnt  of  money ;  and  yon  dtny 
that  any  money  waa  doe  I — A.  Except  money  advanced. 

Q.  But  yon  deny  that  any  money  was  doe  to  J'ou  or  anybody  connected  with  pa 
ftom  the  CoDfederate  States? — A.  I  deny  that;  yea,  sir. 

Q.  How  then  do  you  explain  tbis  statement  in  yonr  leLter:  "f90  per  bale,  which 
price  would  not  cover  the  prinoipal  of  onr  claim  "T — A.  BeoaaanQQeyronieooaldhaTi 
bongbt  ootton  witb  it,  aud  delivered  me  some  cotton.     It  is  exactly  the  aame  thing. 

Q.  Now,  don't  you  know  that  Queyrouze,  iu  behalf  of  Q.  A.  Le  llore  A.  Co.,  pieae^ 
to  the  Confederate  Oovernment  a  bill  for  gray  cloth,  that  it  waa  audited,  and  that* 
balance  was  fonnd  to  be  due  of  $a0,»5e.42  T— A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  And  that  it  was  paid  for  in  cotton  at  SOI  centa  per  pound  f — A.  J  don't  nDdtr- 

Q.  Do  yon  deny  thoee  statements  of  fact  T — A.  I  do  not  uudentand  that  way  yea  pU 
it.     Put  some  question,  and  T  will  anawer  yet  or  no. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  that  Queraonze  presented  to  (he  Confederate  Oovemnunt,  i* 
the  year  1863,  a  claim  in  behalf  of  O.  A.  Le  MoreA  Co.,  and  •«  their  agent,  for  a  qoas- 
tity  of  military  gray  cloth  T — A.  Well,  air,  I  deny  that  Qaeyrouie  preaented  any  elaia 
for  cloth. 

Q.  Do  yoD  know  whether  he  preaented  any  such  claim  t — A,  He  hadKumdaJD 
himself,  bat  I  do  oot  know  what  lor ;  I  do  not  know  what  for. 

Q.  Have  you  an;  knowlndge  of  a  certificate  signed  by  Lient.  CoL  W.  A.  BroadwcU, 
«nd  reported  in  the  record  in  case  211,  found  in  record  598,  page  330,  in  these  wocdi: 

"Cotton  Burbad,  Bkkbvkpobt,  La, 

DmKmbtrX,mi. 
"This  to  certify  tbat  on  the  SSd  day  of  March,  1864,  I  delivered,  throngh  H^j.  J.  A 
Bnchner  to  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.,  pf  Havre,  France,  nine  hundred  and  eightr- 
thi«e  (3H3)  bales  of  cotton  on  Ouachita  River,  and  received  by  them  in  paymant  of 
the  certified  account  of  HaJ. Charles  Rnssell  for  t80,858.4S.  Thiscotton  was dehTcnd 
by  MiO-  John  A.  Buckner:  acting  nnder  ontbority  from  this  office,  all  of  which  ia  tvi- 
denced  by  the  receipt  of  Leon  Qneyronze,  agent  of  Messrs.  Le  More  &  Co.!" 

A.  I  never  saw  it,  bnt  I  think  it  must  be  ootreot ;  It  was  probably  givea  to  Mi' 
Queyronze  himself. 

(j.  Is  Hr.  Queyronte  known  to  yon,  or  Is  his  repntatlon  for  truth  and  vmdty 
known  to  you  T — A,  He  ii  one  of  the  moat  honest  men  yon  can  find. 

Q.  Then  if  he  has  stated  that  the  gray  cloth  which  he  delivered  waa  for  the  aoeosnt 
ofQ.  A.  LeMure&Co.,  you  would  believe  it  f— A.  Certainly,  if  beaUted  it  aogsa; 
but  men  in  that  time  did  many  things  which  they  would  not  do  at  other  times. 

Q.  You  knew  that  he  held  himself  out  as  agent  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  &  Co,  f— A  Tee, 
sir;  I  anthorieed  him  to  do  it  to  expedite  tbe  matter. 

Q.  Ton  never  knew  ady  firm  known  as  T.  A,  Le  More  &,  Co.  T — A.  No,  si 


Q.  Have  you  any  doubt  where  in  the  printed  document,  as  la  the  receipt  of  l)n>J~ 
rouce  to  which  yonr  attention  haa  been  called,  where  the  &rm  is  spoken  of  ts  T.  A 
Le  More  &.  Co.  it  means  G.  A.  Ln  Morel — A  I  do  not  know;  bat  Ihave  obsared  a 


great  many  mistakes  in  these  recoida,  both  in  names  and  dates. 
Be-examined  by  Mr.  Janik  : 
<J.  Were  Mr.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  ever  engaged  in  koy 
1. — 1 — ^f^j^_  Never  in  their  Uvea. 


Q.  Were  then  an;  monnfbotnTen  of  cloth  at  Havre  In  18KI-«18H  f — lA.  H 
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B  nwniifiMtary  baa  been  in  Havre  froin  tfamt  lime  nntil  now ;  it  la  not  &  mMin- 
ring  oit; ;  It  ii  &  commcreiftl  ojty. 
(Hr.  JkulD,  the  codumI  for  the  olaimant,  offon  to  show,  if  the  defendant  Ooveni* 


gnat  mui;  eiron  of  name*  and  dates. ) 

Mr.  jAUUt.  I  now  wish  the  witneaa  to  lead  the  report  of  the  testimony  he  gave  on 
BBtniday,  the  36th  instant,  before  signing  it,  to  eee  if  it  !■  correct. 

The  witneai,  after  leadiDg  the  report,  stated  that  the  same  was  correot. 

The  commisidon  then  adjooroed. 

JULES  LE  MOBE. 

I  eertifV  that  the  above  depoeition  was  taken  bf  n 

oned;  that  the  aamr '- '^"  * —  — -■ '-   — ' 

nesa,  Jnlea  Le  More. 
Sworn  to  and  aabseribed  before  ma  thia  88th  day  of  May,  1883. 
[«AI.]  W.  F.  PEDDBICK, 

tfoUvy  FtHlic  and  Spaoial  CommiMionw. 


OBDEB  AS  TO  TAEINO  TEBTIMONT. 
F\lad  Mag  IS,  1B83. 
B.  A.  Dl  PVRDRE&DVILUI  1 

t.  }  Vo.  18. 

Thb  OinRi>  Statm.     ,\ 

T.  C.  Patau  et  al.       ) 

V.  J  No.  88. 

The  TlNtTKii  States.      ) 

Blbzb  Uotk  ) 

•.  }  No.  131. 

The  Unitbd  States.      ) 

0.  A.  Lk  Uou  a.  Co.     ) 

f.  }  No.  Sll. 

The  Uhitxd  States.      > 

H.  Lett  ) 

c.  '  ^  No.  S53. 

The  UxrrED  States.      ) 

B.   IiATLACX  1 

r.  >  No.  36&, 

Tax  UmTED  States.      ) 

M.  A.  LAPLAitTC  ) 

e.  V  No.  674. 

The  UmTED  States.      ) 


WASHinoTOM,  Jfqr  U^  1883. 


No.   28.  Payan  v.  The  Unlt«d  States. 
No.  131.  Blese  Mote  «.  The  United  States. 
No.  ail.  G.  A.  Le  Mora  A.  Co.  «.  The  United  Sutes. 
No.  S&3.  H.  Levy  v.  The  United  States. 
No.  365.  Basiie  Laplace  e.  The  United  States. 
Ko.  674.  X.  A.  Laplaate  c.  The  United  States- 
It  1b  ordered — 

1.  That  the  claimants  may  take  and  file  testimony  and  evidenoe  till  and  on  the 
31st  of  Hay  instant. 

8.  That  the  United  States  may  take  and  file  testimony  and  sTidence  till  and  on  tha 
30th  tlay  of  Joue  next. 

ABIN08. 

GEOFBOY. 

A.  O.  ALDIS. 

D,j,i..ii,Goo'^[c 
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BBIEF  FOE  CLAIMAKT. 
G.  A.  Li  Hon  A  Co. ) 

«.  }  No.  211. 

The  Ukitxd  Bt^tzs.  S 

The  record  ia  this  case  li  volDmiiioQfl,  but  the  &ots  ftre  plftln  and  almple,  and  mar 
be  briefly  stated. 

Q.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.  are  merohaDla  of  Havra,  Fraooe.  Tfa«fr  principal  bniiMW 
haa  been  for  more  than  tbirt;  ^ean,  and  ia  to  thia  day,  the  importatioD  of  eottai 
from  the  United  Statea. 

Daring  the  war  of  aeoeaaion  they  had  mAoj  traoBaotiona  in  cotton  with  tbis  eoantiy. 
One  of  tnem  aroae  nnder  the  following  alronnutanoe ; 

Jnlea  lie  Hore,  a  Frenehman,  who  had  been  redding  in  New  Otieane  for  vnie  tiiw, 
became  inYolved,  in  imi,  in  a  difflenlty  with  General  B.  F.  BaUer,  which  led  lo  hii 
anreat  and  impriaonment  at  Fort  Jaakaon.  The  CommiBdon  ia  familiar  witb  tba  hit- 
tory  of  the  eloth  transaction  of  the  firm  of  B.  Oantherin  A  Co.,  of  which  Jnlc*  Le 
Hore  waa  a  meml>er,  with  the  Confederate  Oovemment,  and  wltb  the  circnDNtanen 
oonneoted  with  the  imprisonment  b;  General  Bnt)er  of  Al&ed  and  Jnlea  Le  Hon. 

Jnlea  Le  Hore  waa  releaaed  fioui  prii "    '"   '  """   '""  "" '  —  ».t_.T_i.. 

Statea  Ooremment.     His  hooka  and  t  . 

Finding  it  Impossible  to  oontinne  bis  bneiaeas  at  New  Orleans  he  aoon  tbereanei  left 

the  oity  and  went  to  Uexloo  in  searob  of  pio&table  occupation. 

A  few  weeka  later,  after  having  studied  the  sitoation  of  affaira  in  Mexico,  he  senl 
to  the  French  firm  of  Q.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.,  the  head  of  which  was  hia  brotbei,  the 
following  lett«r  and  proposition,  to  wit: 

Uataxoilu,  30  mat  1861 
HessieniH  O.  A.  Li  HoRX  A  Cn.,  Havrt: 

Hnbikursst  Ame:  Ain^  qne  Tonsen  aves  £t<  Inform^  J'ai  qnitt<  laNoDTdk- 
OilAans  il  j  a  qnelqnee  semaines,  n'y  voyant  pins  rien  k  faire  de  longteuis,  et  Je  iili 
Tenn  de  ce  cOtd-oi  voir  s'il  n'y  anrait  paa  qaelanes  op&atlons  cotonniiiea  Ji  itaUii. 
iVaprbs  oe  qni  J'oi  pa  ddjjt  obaerverr  il  doit  y  avoir  del'BTgent  ft  gupier,  nan  paa  asaW 
ment  en  sonetant  dn  coton,  mais  en  allant  (tartont  dans  I'intMienr  dn  Texas,  rt 
Josqne  dans  la  Hante  Lontaiane,  lea  frais  de  d^pIaoeoieDt  et  tranaport,  quoiqne  trie 
flevia,  Mant  oompenete  largement  par  le  cofit  pnmltif, 

Dana  I'eapoir  que  vona  voodres  nien  ntitiser  mes  servicea,  je  ua  vona  ohaigsni 
qo'iine  eommiaalon  d'aohat  de  6pr.  ot.,  tandisan'il  y  a  dea  peiaonnce  qui  oh»rgeiit7) 
pt.  ot.  dn  tawment  oh  lea  achate  ae  font  bora  de  Matamona. 

J'^  fbit  lei  la  conn^aaance  de  M.  A.  Tertron.  qnl  s'oooapo  d'affairea  aveo  I'lntArienr 
dn  Ueziqae  et  aveo  la  HaTane.  II  m'a  donnti  a  Domprendni  qne  par  son  intartoMiait* 
11  aer^t  &clle  de  ae  procurer  lee  fonda  n^oeasalcea  anx  aobata  poor  votre  eompla, 
mo;euoant  oommiaaion  d'avances  et  nn  int^rfit  de  8  pr.  ot.  Jnaqn  ik  I'Apoqne  de  I'mb- 
lMm)nement  dea  cottona,  dpoqne  ft  laqnelle  on  se  rembontaerait  anr  *ons  payabfe  ft  Bl 
joora  de  me  dana  Londree  on  Paris. 

Pour  TOtre  gonreme,  lea  eteilings  sont  d'nn  plaoement  plna  Eaoile  et  gtin^talensat 
pine  avantagenx  qne  lee  franca.  On  pent  aotuellement  oalonler  ioi  Tcndre  k  bold  dt 
navlre  le  middliag  ft  environ  32  cents  en  or.  J'eatlme  qne  poor  vendze  dn  coton  aa 
Havre  via  Havana,  11  fendrait  ^oatei  10  oents  par  lb.  environ. 

En  aefaetant  aafBsamment  pour  le  ohargement  d'nn  navire  qa'on  ponmit  fiwilMDaBt 
fUie  venir  de  la  Havane,  c«la  ne  oobtemt  gain  qne  &  ft  0  oenta. 

Vona  poonei  m'adreaaer  voe  lettrea,  vole  de  la  Havuie,  aax  eolna  on  aoaa  eoovwt 
de  UU.  T.  Pr^tat  A  Co.,  de  Matamoraa.  o'est  la  manibre  la  pine  prampte  et  ft  pea 


prtela  plha  aAie  de 


..  ..  .._  _BcbeT^^  par  anite  de I'aoor^aaement  extnoidinaira  de  popnliliw 

qne  prend  oette  vftle,  ce  qni  n<ceaaite  dea  oonatrootiona  de  mriaona  de  tone  tiitt. 

Sana  plna.  et  dana  Fattente  d'nne  i^ponae  favorable  de  votn  part,  Je  vona  lals^ 
maasienTa  et  amia,  bien  affeotoenaement. 

JULES  L£  HOBE. 

The  propoaition  waa  aoeepted  by  O.  A.  Le  Mote  A  Co.  in  the  following  letter: 

Havbx,  MjmOU  ua. 
Honeieat  Jdlu  Lb  Hoki,  JfabuMoraa  .■ 

MoersBEtm:  Nona  venons  par  oes  pr<aenlea  too 
dea  aohata  de.oot^n  ft  Uatamoraa,  dana  le  Tezaa  el 
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paa  (2,500  bis.)  deux  mills  cinq  oentabftlles  pour  fitrereuduMen  Earope  &  deax  franci 
«iiiqaaiite  oentfines  le  demi  kilogruDiDe,TOtreooiiuiiiaBlondeofiiq  pour  cent  comprise, 
poor  aorte  middling  Liverpool. 

Bona  oa  pli  noaa  TOna  remettotiB  ntie  lettre  vodh  acoMdltant  anpr^  de  Monsiear  A. 
TsTtrou,  pour  Ikire  ikce  aax  dlts  sohsta.  Ifoaa  tenons  beauoonp  k  ce  qne  lea  tiragea 
■ar  uons  ne  se  fuMnt  qu'aa  moment  de  I'espMition  dee  cotons,  et  comme  fl  eat  li 
notre  oonnatuauce  qa'aa  Mexiqae  onpent  aeprocnrHTdel'arKent  ilntirStmoyennant 
an«  commlaalon,  vona  devez  prendre  t«na  lea  arrangementa  nAceaaairea  ponr  proilt«r  ' 
d«  aett«fB0i1it<;  nne  oommlMdon  mAme  nn  pen  forte, pa;£e  par  oeCteop«T»tioD, nous. 
p»rftll  pr£fft»bl«  aax  JnoonvteleDbi  d'nn  long  dticourert  en  elnrop«. 

Nuos  ne  nous  <teadoae  pas  davantage  k  cet  Jgard,  ayant  pleine  oonflance  dans 
IHiabilitJ  de  voa  abasements  qne  noaa  aanctlonnons  &  1': 


On  the  same  day  Q.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.  sent  the  following  letter  aocivdiUng  theit 
thna  eonatitnted  agent  t«  a  banker  at  Matamoros : 

Havbk,  at^Ott  1863. 
IConsiMir  A.  Tmaxaav,  Matawtonu : 

UOHBIXUS :  Notre  agent,  M.  Jnlea  Le  More,  se  rendant  an  Mexiqne  et  dam  la  Hante 
Loaisiaiie,  ponr  effaotner  dea  achats  de  ooCon  pournotre  compte,  nans  Tcnoas  par  oea 
pr<eent««  I'aoorMiter  anprte  de  vods  ponr  le  rembonraement  dea  dita  achate ;  ll  ■'en- 
tendra  aveo  Tons  It  cet  6gard  et  noua  aanctionnona  d'avanoe  les  engogemeata  qn'il 
ponrra  prendre  avec  vona,  solt  qae  vona  Inl  faaaiei  dea  arancea  ponr  noire  anmpte  en 
coinpte  Gonrant  t,  nn  intdrtt  n'excMant  pea  6  pr.  ot.  I'an,  et  nne  commiaaion  de  ddoon- 
Tert  k  dAbattre  entre  Ini  et  Tona,  soit  que  vona  Toaa  rembonTslez  anr  nooa,  payable 
dMia  Paris  on  dans  Londres,  an  foret  A  meanre  de  I'fch^ance  de  sea  traitea  pom  notre 
compte. 

Nona  Tons  pr6aDntons,  Honaieiif,  nos  oivUltAi  empreaa^. 

Q.  A.  LE  HOBE  ±  CIB. 

•  Dnring  liiaatay  at  Matamoros  Jnlea  Le  More  learned  that  Uon  Queyronae  who,fbl 
some  time  past,  had  been  eatablisbed  there  in  bnainesa,  held  a  claim  agalnat  the  Con- 
federate QoTemment,  which  waa  payable  in  ootton.  Under  the  agreement  eziating 
between  (jneyrouEe  and  Major  Buaaell,  the  agent  of  the  Confederate  Government,  tha 
firm  was  to  reoeive  in  payment  of  this  claim  about  900  bales  of  cotton  in  the  Tioinit^ 
of  Matamoros  on  or  before  September  3,  IS63,  and  lie  More  barguned  with  Qnejronstt 
fior  the  pnrohaae  of  this  ootton  from  him. 

Jnlea  Le  More  relatea  in  his  testimony  how  anzionaly  he  awaited  the  receipt  of  the 
cotton  npon  which  he  had  made  heavy  pecuniary  advances  to  Qneyronae ;  how  tha 
latter  displayed  so  much  anplneneM  and  weakness  in  the  assertion  of  his  rights  (al- 
lowing other  psrtiea  to  gel  ahead  of  him  in  obtaioing  ootton  from  the  Coiuedeiata 
Xnt  in  denigalion  of  hla  rightaj  that  he  determined  to  take  the  settlement  of  tha 
■0  into  his  own  hands.  To  miske  a  long  itory  shortj  and  refening  the  honorable 
Commiaaion  to  the  legal  evidence  in  the  case,  not  to  the  garbled  copies  of  other  eopieft 
of  cart«in  miaprlnted  doonments  of  anspiciona  origin,  the  originala  of  which  have  not 
beon  prodDoea  hen,  the  settlemeiit  of  the  claim  of  Loon  QaeyronEC  against  the  ConfM- 
ermto  Government  waa  made  by  the  delivery  to  him  of  a  large  quantity  of  ootton  on 
the  plantationof  Dr.  John  T.  Simmons,  In  the  pariah  of  Caldwell,  Louisiana,  by  M^or 
Bnckner,  the  anthorised  agent  of  that  Govemmeat.  Whatever  may  bkve  b«en  tha 
exBot  amonnt  of  eotton  duivered  bv  H^or  Bnokner  to  Qaeynraee  on  the  Simmons 
plantation  (and  1(  this  question  Is  to  Se  determined  by  legal  evldenoe,  and  not  by  tba 
contents  of  doonments  which  are  so  full  of  errors  of  dat«s  and  names  that  it  u  Im- 
poaslble  to  estimate  their  real  value,  there  can  be  bnt  little.  If  any,  doabt  on  the  sub- 
ject), one  thing  is  certain,  beoanse  It  Is  established  by  the  conanrrent  testimony  of  m 
munber  of  iutelligent  and  Impartial  witnesses,  having  no  oonneotlon  or  community  c^ 
interests  with  one  another,  and  that  is  that  the  nnmlwr  of  bales  of  ootton  sold  by  Leon 

S3  . .  "  "■  .  ;  :_ :  "  "  ■■  ;  ■■    ■■■  ■ 

More,  and  seised  by  the  Federal  antborities  while  he(Le  Hoie)  had  thep , 

enstody,  and  control  of  the  ootton  and  was  making  arrangements  to  ship  it  to  New 
Orleans,  was  830  bales. 

That  laths  only  qnaatlon  that  conoemsthe  claimants  andintensts  this  Commission. 

'        ■  ■     '^      ■■  -  ...      iy^(^        -■ 

—  -   -  .  „  - -  -, pflnoii__.    _._ 

that  a.  A.  Le  Mote  A.  Co.  uthoriied  Jnlea  Le  Mors  to  do  waa  to  purchase  ootton  for 


Tbie  Botsand  decrantionaof  an  agent  are  binding  npon  a  prinoipst  only  so  for  as  thwr 
are  done  and  made  within  the  scope  of  the  ageni^s  authority  from  his  piinotpal.    Au 


w  on  tha  Simmons  plautatitm.    When  the  purchase  was  made  Qneyronse  had  oc 
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ootton  wu  wiEed  by  tho  Eeder»l  ADthoritiea  uid  aold,  ttte  net  proceed*  UienoffUw 
preciM  rotn  of  $309,160.46}  wflr«  depcwited  in  the  United  States  Ticaaaiy,  Mdlun 
been  thore  ever  aince. 

With  extraordmuy  CDergy  the  Kfiente  of  tbe  United  States  Ch>TenimentIi»TB,iiiioa 
1864,  reaisted  theeffortaof  Q.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  to  obtain  the  Twtltntion  to  themaf 
thit  mm  of  mooef  which,  In  Ian  and  in  eqaitf,  belong!  to  theni  aa  fnllj  aa  aoj  prop- 
er^ of  the  honorable  eonnHelfor  the  United  Sta tat,  acquired  by  hia  labor  and  latoDl^ 
bafenga  to  him. 

Theeanae  of  Ibia  ardor  in  a  hardly  commendable  effort  to  withhold  from  theclaim- 
anta  property  which  beloaga  to  them  and  whloh  lepraaents  yeara  of  labor,  aetlTi^, 
and  eoonomv  in  an  honorable  bnsineaa  career  fa  not  far  to  leek. 


of  Porta  JaoxaoD  and  Piokens,  their  brothers  Alfred  and  Jnlea  La  Uore,  who,  in  18(8, 
ineoired  the  boatlllty  of  Qenetal  Batter,  whoee  oondnot  towards  them  brongbt  repnnch 
upon  the  OovecnmeDt  of  hie  ooantiy. 

Wlthont  one  partiele  of  evidence  to  aapport  the  charge,  and  in  deSanee  of  the  nod 
poeitive  eridence  to  the  eontrtirT,  the  agenta  of  the  United  States  GonmnwDt  h*n 

STtiated  in  aaMitiog  that  0.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  were  concerned  In  the  cloth  ttaiMae- 
in  of  their  bTOthera  Alfred  and  Julea  (membera  of  the  film  of  £,  Gantheiln  &  Co.} 
with  the  Confederate  Govemmeat. 

Bold  aMertion  ta  so  eaay  and  coati  ao  little.  A  single  aeed  of  aoapicion,  planted  in 
a  gratefiil  soli,  will  quickly  develop  a  monntain  of  otiBtniotlon  to  tne  light  of  truth. 
But  if  HMTedrighte  are  to  be  aaorificed  to  passion  and  prejodioe,  and  legal  eridsBn 
made  to  yield  to  mere  anspiclons  prodnoed  by  reokleB  ana  canning  innniiatioiis,  coorti 
and  oommiiriona  are  but  traps  to  the  nnwary,  and  "intemaUonal  law,  Jnstioe  and 
eqnity  "  are  bnt  words  of  moolieiy. 

Aa  waa  said  at  the  ontaet,  the  facts  of  this  ease  are  simple. 

Q.  A.  Le  Uore  &  Co.,  thrangh  their  agent,  Jnlea  Le  More,  bonght  In  the  spring  of 
1B64  tcma  lAon  Qneyronse  B30  bales  of  ootton,  sltnated  on  tli«  plantation  of  John  T. 
fitnunoOB,  in  North  Loaisiana. 

"     '      "  "  *~"      ■"-••"■-       .......  .    j^  control  and  cnstodf 


thesalofOT  "oostaaud  ezpeuBea"  (agroaaly  exaggerated  charge},  and  tlie  dtSereim 
—the  net  proceeds,  9309,16'>.46— deporited  in  tbs^easnry. 

It  needed  not  the  nomeroos  decisions  of  the  United  States  Snpreme  Court  to  tbit 
effect  to  establish  the  principle  that  the  United  Stales,  by  the  aeiEOie  and  Mileof  tlm 
ootton,  constitnted  thsmselves  the  trnatees  of  the  owners  thereof  and  are  in  law, 
•qnlty,  and  Jnatice.  now  that  the  legal  machinery  for  that  porpoae  naa  been  provldM 
hj  the  creation  of  this  tribunal,  boand  to  pay  over  to  them,  with  intereat  fraa  Jvn 
SS,  1864,  the  aam  of  1309,160.46,  the  net  proceeds  of  the  ootton,  the  nae  of  wfcieh,  to- 
gether with  the  Interest  thereon,  the  United  States  GoYemment  has  eqjoyed  Ite  al- 
most twenty  years. 

BespectfUly  submitted. 


S. 


MOTION  FOE  TIME  TO  FILE  UNITED  STATEB  BSIEF. 

Filtd  Not.  16,  1B83. 
Lk  Mosx  1 

•.  ^No.  Xll. 

Thi  Umitxd  Statbs.   V 

Now  oomes  the  coansel  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  moves  this  HoBonUo 
Commission  that  farther  time  be  granted  the  Counsel  for  the  United  States  to  flktlu 
brief  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  OoTemmsnt  in  the  above-entitled  oaae. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agtrn  *%t  CmmmI. 
W.  H.  Edwards,  A»il*Uint. 


^d  by  Google 
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NOTICE  EELATIVB  TO  UNITED  STATES  BRIEF. 

FIM  JTov.  16, 1883. 
IiX  Mom  1 

V.  }So,  311. 

fti  UmTED  Statks.    \ 

QwNTLKMEKi  Under  the  order  of  the  Coiiinii«iaii  of  tbe  16tb  of  October  laat  the 
«Me  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  v,  Tbe  United  State*,  No,  311,  ia  tet  for  •rgoment  by 
brief  on  tbe  mtrt  of  the  United  StAtea  the  IStb  d*y  of  the  {iieeent  month. 

I  ihaJl  not  be  prepared  to  eabmit  »  brief  »t  that  time,  iDasmDoh  as  the  oaee  hM 
been  referred  bv  me  to  tbe  Seoietary  of  Btate  of  tbe  United  Statee,  and  npon  tbe 
gronnd  that  it  anoold  be  withdrawn  fh>m  the  dooket  of  the  Cominiadon,  for  the  re»> 
■OQ  that  It  fklla  within  tbe  mle  established  by  diplomatic  aolion  in  the  ease  of  Iiaae 
T»lor  T.  The  Bepablie  of  Fraoee.  No.  1. 

I  hare  received  infonnatlon  anoffloiaUj  that  the  oeae  of  Le  More  referred  to  has 
been  the  snhjeet  of  OMreapondenoe,  rithw  oral  or  written,  between  the  Secretary  of 
State  fbr  the  United  States,  and  the  re^esentative  of  the  French  Qorenunent  at 
Weshin^n. 

Terr  lespeotfnllT, 

QEO.  8.B0UTWELL, 
Jftnl  ead  CMawI,  #«. 


EXTENSION  OF  TIME  TO  FILE  BKIEFB. 
AM  JITmrnter  S3, 1R83. 

Lx  MoHK  ) 

V.  }  No.  811. 

Thx  Untikd  States,  y 

WASHUraTOH,  Sewtmbm-  83, 1883. 
In  tbe  looUon  In  the  wee  of  Le  More  uainBt  the  United  Btetee,  No.  211,  the  tluM 
of  the  United  States  Connsel  for  Sling  brieft  ia  extended  to  the  18(h  Daeember,  and 
the  time  for  olalmants  to  reply  to  the  SOth  Ueoember. 


ARIN08, 

A.  LEFAIVEE, 

A.  0.  ALDIB. 


CEDES  BELATIYE  TO  BKIEFB. 

Iliad  Daomhtr  1&,  1883. 
Li  Hori  a,  Co.     ) 

tr.  \  No.  311. 

Thi  Uhuxd  States.  ) 

In  this  caae  the  time  for  the  United  Btatea  Conniel  to  file  hie  brief  is  extended  to 
Wedneeday,  the  19th  of  December. 

If  not  then  filed  the  oaae  will  be  conaidered  as  aatimitted  on  the  part  of  the  United 
SUtee. 

If  filed  by  tbe  Idth  December  then  the  claimant  ia  to  have  ten  daya — that  is,  till  the 
S9th  December— to  file  bia  oloaing  brief. 
Ifcloeinc  brief  not  then  filed,  the  case  ia  to  be  regarded  aenbmltted  by  the  claimant. 

ABINOS, 
A.  LEFAITBE, 
A.  a  ALDIS. 


^d  by  Google 
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OBDEB  BELATITE  TO  FILQia  BBIEFS. 

nUd  DMtmiir  Iff,  1883. 
Lb  Hobs'  ) 

V.  }  No.  311. 

Thb  Ukitkd  Statks.  > 

Washinoton,  Xhc»mbtt  19,  ISBl 
In  themwttwof  theoommaQieationof  He.  Boatwell  glTuif  hisieaMfwfKBathn' 
ti^  Aimlihad  s  brief  In  the  eue  of  Le  Hon  e.  The  Unitod  SUtea,  Mo.  211,  apoo  tUt 
4aT,  aocording  t«  oor  fonner  order — 

/I  f«  onhml.  That  the  connsel  of  the  United  Statee  have  till  the  SSth  dajefDeetB- 
bei  to  file  bJB  brief  In  that  oaae.  uidtheooimaelfiird»iinMitiiuijh«7etcnd^tlHte- 
after  for  filing  hie  closiag  brief. 


I  don't  aee  in  tiie  eommanioatlon  made  t«  na  by  tlM  ocnuuel  of  the  United  SMn 
{which  I  ooneider  in  itaeif  as  imsnlar)  good  and  BofBoiant  reaaone  fbc  oegleetiic  to 
obey  the  formal  and  reiterated  omeia  ofthe  Commlaaion.  I  object  to  anyneweitea. 
alon  of  time  to  be  aooorded  to  the  oonnael  of  the  United  Stateaaaaanotioning  the  no- 
lation  of  oor  mlei  and  contrary  to  the  oonvention  of  1880. 

A.  LEFAIVBZ. 


NOTICE  OF  ORAL  AROUUENT  BT  FRENCH  COUNSEL. 
AMDwMtkrSd,  1B83. 

Li Hobk  ) 

».  J  No.  8U. 

Thk  UmTKD  arATEB.  j 


Pleaae  rater  notioe  of  oral  arK°''wnt  on  behalf  of  olaimant  QoTenunent  in  abore- 
«ntitled  caaea. 

CHAS.  A.  BS  CHAHBBON, 

CoBMrl/or  tkt  Fttmtit  BmmUk. 
ALEX.  POBTEB  HOBOE^ 

.Jtairiaal  CmnmL 
Ueaara.  Fxdurick  and  BfKJjrri, 

SeortlaTiM. 


MOTION  FOB  EXTENSION  OF  TDCE  TO  FILE  BRIEF. 
nudJMHarg  5,  188*. 

a.  A.  Lx  HoKX  A.  Co.  ) 

V.  >No.illl. 

Thi  Uhitui  ^atss.   ) 

WASHDtoTOir,  Jaaaanr  S,  UH. 

Now  cornea  theaonoMlfor  the  United  Btatee,  and  morta  thiihoooiabloCouiiiii^w 
that  the  time  for  filing  a  brief  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  Gkirernment  be  extMM 
ttnUl  the  iiegotUtioaB  pending  between  the  two  Oovermnenta  relative  to  lb*  vi^' 
4rawal  of  the  Mtld  oaae  ahall  hiiTe  bem  cobolnded.  _^_^__ 

GEO.  B.  BOUTWELL, 
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»TATE1I£NT  AM  TO  SUBMISSION. 
FUtd  JMMory  7,  1884. 
G.  A.  Lx  Uoax  &  Co.  > 

«.  VNo-Sll. 

Thk  UmrxD  States.  ) 

I  mh  dinetod  hy  tha  Freneh  Qovmnmenl  to  lUte  thftt  it  liu  dMided  that  the  cms 
of  0.  ALeHote&Co.,No.211,wa8aabiiiitted  to  the  Commiraioii  forflo^  Batiai],luid 
that  it  ii  oppoeoi  to  Any  fnnlMr diplomatic  diaaiiBHiou.  Thia  deaiuon  wh  leaohed  at 
ft  dato  BobaMiaetit  lu  the  aiiflwer  m>de  b;  the  Frenoh  Minister  of  Foreign  Affkin  to 
Mr.  Morton,  United  Ststea  minister  at  Puia,  and  it  was  eommnnioated  to  the  repie- 
MDtatiTo  of  the  Fnnoh  Oovemmeut  at  Waabingtou  on  the  SBth  of  December,  1883. 


Satvbdat,  Jsawry  ti,  1884. 
The  GonnMl  for  the  United  States,  Mr.  George  S.  Bonttrell,  pieaented  the  following 

0.  A  Ls  MORB  &  Co.  ) 

*.  }  No.  Sll. 

Thb  UirmtD  Statu.  ) 

Hoir  oomea  the  ooDneel  for  the  United  States  and  moves  thie  honorable  Commieiian 
that  the  lime  for  filing  a  brief  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  Government  be  extended 
ontil  the  negotiations  pending  between  the  two  Governments  relative  to  the  with- 
draw^ of  the  said  case  shall  have  been  coneluded. 

GEO.  8.  ilOUTWELL, 

CoKiml/or  th»  DMted  Btatm. 

Jad^  Auiis.  Mr.  Bontwell,  have  yon  anyihinj;  to  say  as  to  the  progress  of  the  ne- 
gotiations between  the  two  Oovemments  in  regard  to  this  case  I 

Mr.  BouTWZix.  I  have  some  Information  aa  to  the  neootiations,  and  I  do  not  know 
that  there  ia  any  objection  to  reading  the  letter  whioh  oontaina  It.  I  have  here  m 
copy  of  a  letter  addicosed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  to  Mr.  Deuand,  the  chargtf  d'Af- 
fsimaof  the  French  Bepnbllc. 

Mr.  Lefaivxs.  What  date  Is  that  letter  T 

Mr.  BuDTwnx.  December  87,  1883.  To  this  letter  there  is  no  reply,  as  I  onder- 
Btsnd.  I  oalled  at  the  State  Department  th  is  morning,  and  I  was  informed  that  there 
vas  nothing  in  reply.  The  letter  cont^us  an  arKnment  in  snpport  of  the  view  w« 
took  of  this  ease,  and  I  snppoee  I  may  aa  well  read  it: 

DiPABTiHirr  or  State, 

WtttU^tm,  Daeembtr  37, 1883. 
Hon.  Oboege  S.  BocTWELr, 

Agemt  und  Coaassf  oa  tit  pari  aftkt  fJsitwl  Aalas, 

hrfon  Vu  F^mtk  And  ^RMrieaa  Claimt  Commiuimtt 
Sib:  I  am  in  reoelpt  of  your  letter  of  the  Hist  inatant,  In  whloh  yon  state  that  od 
the  I5th  inatant  an  order  waa  adopted  reqnlrlng  yon  to  file  a  brief  lu  the  case  of  Q, 
A  Le  More  A.  Co.  >.  The  United  Slates,  No.  311,  on  or  bef(M«  the  IMh  of  December, 
and  that  on  the  latter  date  yon  were  given  until  the  38th  of  the  same  month  to  file 
the  brief,  and  yon  eloee  by  statluc  that  noleaa  yon  reoelve  fnrther  and  different  In- 
stmotiena  yon  will  aaaome  that  the  dlreolion  given  In  my  letter  of  the  SJd  November 
ia  to  be  observed. 

That  letter  Instmoted  yon  aa  to  the  Le  More  ol^m  that  pnranant  to  the  agreement 
between  the  two  Ooveramenta  la  aooordaooe  with  which  the  Taylor  case  was  with- 
drawn, it  is  not  within  the  province  of  the  Commiaalon  now  to  oon^der  thla  claim,  as 
diplomatio  negotlationa  between  the  two  Ooveminenta  are  atill  pending,  and  that  if 
it  be  fonnd  neoeaaaiy  yon  were  to  inform  the  Commiision  of  tliis  titot,  uid  deeline  to 
pioeeed  In  the  ease  nnttl  fbrther  inatmoted. 
TtMse  Inatmetlons  are  now  repeated. 

I  am,  Mr,  Tonr  obedient  aerrant, 

FHED^  T.  FBEUNGHUYSEN. 


Google 


476  FBBNCH  AND   AHEBIOAN   CLAIMS  COHHUSIOK. 

Dbpartwuit  of  Siatx, 

8iK :  I  have  the  honor  «gftin  b>  cef«r  to  the  oUm  pendlnj;  before  tlie  French  »bA 
Amerioon  Clnlms  Commlnioa,  In  ranrd  to  which  eoireepoo^nce  baa  taken  pUM  be- 
tween Hr.  Oalre;,  Mr.  Bonrtui,  and  this  Department,  and  which  I  hold  to  hi]  within 
the  principle  a^nwd  to  by  the  two  Ooremmente  In  the  caae  uf  leaao  Taylor  a^oM 
the  Bepablic  of  France,  pnraDant  to  whioh  the  caae  of  Taylor  and  othere  wen  with- 
drawn from  the  CommiBaion  by  thia  Qovenunept,  and  varionacaaee  aijainat  IheCaitcd 
Statea  were  afterwards  withdrawn  by  the  a|[ent  of  Franne. 

The  caer  of  O.  A.  Le  More  and  Company  e.  The  Uiitt«d  Statea,  No.  Sll  In  the  docket 
Of  the  Commisiiion,  la  founded  upon  the  following  fhota: 

The  claimanta  allege  that  they  owned  a  large  nnmber  of  bales  of  cotton,  iitnated is 
Loaiatana,  which  were  seiEed  by  the  fleet  onder  Adoiiral  Porter  and  taken  to  Cain. 
Tberpafler  judicial  proceedings  were  began  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  Statn, 
and  the  caae  was  canied  on  appeal  (o  ibi  altimate  resort  in  the  Snprems  Court  of  the 
United  Statea,  the  decision  in  each  instance  being  adverse  to  the  Interests  of  tb* 
HeasTa.  Le  More. 

While  the  proceeding  was  in  the  natnre  of  an  action  ia  rem,  it  ii  a  weU-known  bet, 
and  appears  la  the  records  of  this  Department  and  of  the  oonrt,  that  the  elaimaoU 
were  repreaented  by  connsel  at  every  stage.  While  the  oa«e  was  still  pendlnc  tlH 
r«preaentatlTea of  the  French  Qavemment  in  WaahinKton  and  the  Miiwiii  LeHon 
directly  endeavored  to  obtain  a  oongii'eratiou  of  their  claim  by  this  Departnnt. 
This  reqneat  was  nniformly  declined,  and  it  was  held  that  the  otainuuils  sboold  flnt 
exhaust  their  legal  remedies  before  appealing  to  diplomatic  action.  AftOT  the  bmi 
had  been  decided  in  the  Sapreme  Conrt  a  motion  for  a  rehearing  was  made  by  tbc 
claimants'  counsel  on  the  ground  of  an  alleged  error  in  the  record  pr^ndleial  to  tha 
claimants'  rights,  whioh  motion  was  refnsed;  and  a  salMmquent  reqaest  having  bees 
made  to  this  Department  to  reconsider  the  case  diploma tioally  on  the  grontid  of  i 
failure  of  Justice  to  the  parties,  an  adverse  decisiou  was  rendered,  aa  nothing  wh 
fonnd  in  tue  proceedings  authoriiing  a  reoonrse  to  the  Eiecntive  branoh  of  tlM  Oor- 


This  claim,  therefore,  does  not  differ  in  principle  from  that  of  Taylor,  and,  in  fscL 
it  appears  even  more  clearly  to  have  been  finally  disposed  of  Judicially  by  eompetsot 
antnority. 

The  claim  of  Mr.  Taylor  was  founded  npon  the  sidzare  by  a  Freoeb  crvber  of  jw- 
troleum  owned  by  him  laden  upon  a  Qerman  vessel  eallBd  the  "Hagdalena,"  aodMr. 
Ontrey.  In  his  note  of  If  ovember  IS,  1681,  says: 

"This  caae  having  been  decided  in  France  by  the  nrise  court,  and  afterward*  n 
appeal  by  the  Connoil  of  State,  the  agent  of  the  French  Qovemment  b«nire  the  Con- 
missloD  has  invoked  the  stipulations  of  Article  II  of  the  convention  of  JaaoaiylS, 
ItttK),  leqneating  the  agent  of  the  United  Btates  Government  to  withdraw  it  bafim 
action  in  the  case  is  taken  by  the  Commiasion. " 

And  farther : 

"  Id  investing  the  Commission  with  absolute  powers,  and  In  aeoordtng  to  its  Ata»- 
,  .!._..        ,  ~     >..     . .,    ..      .        'ToTBniuipiiti  [n. 

IS  limits  fixed  bf 

them,  and  they  have  never  dreamed  of  authorizing  the  commissioners  to  enlarge  tlMir 
sphere  of  action  by  leaving  the  interpretation  of  the  clansea  of  the  treaty  to  tbeoi.' 

And  again : 

"Now,  during  the  negotiation  of  the  uonvention  of  1890  It  was  well  nnderstood 
that  neither  of  the  contracting  parties  woald  oonaent  to  any  rerlslon  of  the  dednoat 
piononnced  within  \Xm  territo^  by  competent  antfaoritles.  In  any  form  whatever.  In 
Older  to  meet  snob  a  oase,  Article  II  formally  and  explloitely  ptovidea  tlmt  the  C«b- 
mission  shall  not  deoide  any  claim  that  either  Qovemment  bu  already  caosed  to  1m 
settled  either  diplomatically,  jtuUdalln,  »r  oiJUrwiM,  by  eomptimii  MiUariHst.  Aeew^' 
lug  to  our  view,  the  cose  of  the  Hagdalena  hae  been  Jndlaially  settled,  since  it  bM 
been  pawed  upon  by  two  bodies  invested  with  Judicial  powers.  I  am  aware  that  dif- 
ferent doctrines  have  been  laid  down  with  regard  to  the  weight  to  be  attached  lothi 
decisions  of  prize  oourta ;  It  does  not  seem  to  me,  however,  that  this  Is  a  proper  tiot 
for  thediseoaslonof  thosedootrinee,  for  even  admitting  for  the  moment  that  the  (iM 
of  the  Magdalena  is  not  to  becontidered  aahavine  been  Jodlcially  decided.  It  sooimi 
be  denied  that  it  comes  under  the  bead  of  those  which  have  been  otherwise  decided 
by  competent  anthorlties." 

On  the  17th  December,  1B81,  Mr.  Blaine  wrote  to  Mr.  Ontrey,  elating ; 

*'  That  after  snch  consideration  as  1  have  been  able  to  give  to  the  qneetlon,  I  hi** 
reached  thecoDclueion  that  that  claim,  because  of  the  antecedent  proceedlngabjtb* 
competent  aatboritlee  of  France,  of  whioh  it  has  been  the  subject,  )•  not  pmiicrij 
within  the  cognizauce  of  the  Mixed  Commission  established  under  the  provislow  « 
the  convention  of  the  15th  January,  18B0,  between  the  two  Bepnhlios."  And  l>* 
further  stated  that  the  agent  and  counsel  ou  the  part  of  the  United  Btataa  weaU  b« 
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inrtrnoted  to  witbdrftw  tbeoUim  of  Taylor,  and  thftt  in  takiag  this  view  of  tb«qiiea- 
tioa,  he  (Hr.  BUine)  wna  "  iufloencMl  in  no  amall  mcMura  by  the  eanieii  deiiie 
felt  by  tbis  Oovenunent  to  give  fnll  effect  to  the  spirit  do  lew  than  to  tbe  tetter 
of  tbe  II  article  of  tbe  oonvention,  aiid  by  thaa  wilhholditig  from  the  cogniuuioe 
of  tbat  internatioDBl  tribnnal  any  elain  whiob  may  have  already  been  made  tbe  enb- 
jeet  of  iuqairy  aud  detenninatioa  by  the  competent  aatliorities  of  France  aroid  any 
oocaaion  for  making  tbe  oompetency  of  anob  proceediuxB  tbe  Bultject  of  cjueation  vx 
review.  That  tbe  French  Oovernment,  animated  by  a  like  diapoHitlon,  will  pursnea 
iimilar  cocrte  with  regard  to  aoy  olaima  preaentcd  for  tbe  oonnideration  of  the  Com- 
miwion  on  behalf  of  the  citiceoH  of  France  against  the  United  Btates,  which  aball  be 
fonnd  to  bave  already  been  inquired  into  and  decided  either  diplomatically,  J ndloi' 
ally,  or  otherwise,  by  the  competent  authorities  of  tbe  United  Statea,  I  do  not  allow 
myaelf  to  donbt." 

Od  the  Silt  December,  1B81,  Mr.  Outrey  wrote  me  as  fbUowH :  "  I  need  not  add  that 
on  onr  part  we  abalt  strictly  olweive  tbe  ooae  ariaitiK,  the  legal  interpretation  given, 
by  mutnal  corneal,  to  Article  II  of  the  oonvention  of  January  lf>,  Itiw." 

Pnnnantto  the  agreement  thns  arrived  at,  several  caeea  bave  been  withdrawn.  Bat 
while  the  ease  of  Le  More  A,  Co.  was  aome  time  since  brooght  to  the  attention  of  Hr. 
Bonatan,  and  while  I  nuderstood  tbat  onr  viewa  harmoniced,  and  while  several  oou- 
veraations  have  taken  place  with  regard  to  it,  it  appears  to  bestJIl  pending  before  the 
CommiBBion,  and  I  am  now  informed  that  tfaat  body  purpoaes  to  foroe  it  to  trial,  not- 
witbatanding  tbe  negotiations  which  have  token  place  and  the  farther  negotiattoos 
which  are  now  pending.  Theoaee  la  elearly  one  which  tuMbeen  disposed  ofby  a  com* 
petent  tribnnal.  It  has  been  decided  in  regular  gradation  hy  the  inferiooc  court*  of 
the  United  Statea,  and  by  its  higheet  oonrt  of  final  imort.  This  Is  not  denied ;  and 
while  It  has  been  contended  in  conversation  that  tbe  Sopreme  Court  bad  not  Jnris- 
diclionof  the  case,  aoonclaaive  answer  to  thia  assertion  ia  found  In  the  &ot  that  tlw 
vary  point  was  made  before  tbeConrt,  and  the  Court  in  terms,  and  expreaaly,  decided 
that  it  had  Jurisdiction  over  the  case.  Thia  decision  cannot  but  be  regarded  aa  final, 
and  OS,  to  quote  Mr.  Oatrey's  words,  "dnrins  the  negotiation  of  the  Convention  of 
1%0,  it  was  well  noderstood  tbat  neither  of  the  uontriictlnK  parties  wonld  oonaent  to 
any  revieioo  of  decisions  prononnced  within  ita  territory  by  competent  authorittea  in 
any  form  whatever,"  and  as  tbe  caae  of  Lo  More  has  baeu  judicially  settled,  since  it 
has  been  passed  npon  hy  three  bodies  invested  with  Judicial  powers,  I  have  toieqneat 
that  the  agent  on  bebaU'of  the  Bepnblio  of  France,  before  the  FVench  and  American 
Commission,  be  instructed  to  withdraw  this  claimfromthecooRideration  of  that  body. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  sir,  the  renewed  assurances  of  my  highest  oonsi deration. 

FBED'K  T;  FRELINGHUT8EN. 

Hr.  HOBACK  DkHAUT. 

Hr.  Lkfaitsx.  Permit  me  to  oddreaa  to  you  one  question.  Yon  read  to  ns  a  letter 
proceediDgfrom  the  American  Oovemment.addressed  to  the  Frenchcharg^d'ofbiiee, 
nncommnnicated  to  the  French  Oovernment.  Are  you  positive  that  no  answer  was 
made  by  tbe  Frenob  Government  npon  that  anbjeot — an  answer  which  would  close 
this  dteonasion  T  Sappoee  thatanawer  was  made.  I  do  not  asaert  anythioKupon  that 
snl^ect ;  bnt  suppose  that  an  answer  has  been  ma<le :  have  we  to  wait  till  that  an- 
awer  wonid  be  commnnicated  to  qb  by  yonraelf  to  make  a  definitive  order  npon  that 
snbjeetf  Bnppose  an  answer  has  been  made,  then  the  negotiations  would  doiibtlew 
be  closed.  Are  yon  positive  now  that  negotiationa  are  pending,  or  are  you  informed 
that  those  negotiations  ore  closed  f  What  is  now,  to  yonr  knowledge,  the  state  of  the 
negotiationsf  Are  yon  positive  that  no  definitive  answer  was  given  by  the  French 
Oovernment  1 

Hr.  BonrwELU  I  cannot  say  that  I  am  positive.  Icansay  this,  that  that  is  the  last 
ofBcial  Information  I  have  concerning  the  negotiations.  I  can  aay  also  that  I  saw  the 
Assiatant  Secretory  of  Stoto  this  morning,  and  be  said  that  nothiqg  had  been  re- 
ceived. 

Ur.  LxFAJVRE.  It  is  a  very  bod  situation  for  as  to  await  those  onsweia,  to  awoit 
thia  diplomatic  oorrespondence  before  making  a  definitive  order. 

Ur.  BodtWku..  Ido  not  see  tbatthisCommlsHiunia  embarrassed  at  all.  Ibegleave 
to  differ  with  the  honorable  commissioner  of  France  as  to  any  embarrassment  in  this 
Commission.  There  may  be  some  embarrassment  ontslde.  I  understand  that  very 
well.  I  nndentand  ita  origin,  and  I  nnderatand  the  alepa  by  which  it  is  developed. 
Tbia  Commission  has  already  before  it  a  large  amount  of  basiness  which  has  been 
■nbmitted,  and  aubmittod  without  qualification  of  any  sort.  There  Is  other  basiness 
BtlU  pending.     Now.  here  is  a  question  pending  between  the  two  Qovernments. 

Ur.  Lkfaivrb.  That  la  a  question. 

Ur.  BouTWitu..  Which  involves  the  entire  proceedinga  of  this  Convention.  I  say 
it  involves  the  entire  pmceedinss  of  this  Convention,  ond,  therefore,  instead  of  this 
Comtnissioa  being  embanasasd  for  wont  of  on  opportanity  to  labor,  it  has  snfBoient 
opportDnity  to  la^r  with  the  business  before  it.  If  it  grasps  this  matter  prsmatnr^y, 
It  nay  end  diaastmnaly  fbr  all  porties. 
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_...« ia  not  disposed  of,  tbere  vill  then  b«  ten  dkvB  for  actloD.  Thore  U  abandanoesr 
-work from  now  until  theSOtb  of  HarehiiidepeadeDtof  thiaslnKleemae.and,  thcnfon, 
I  ftm  Turv  free  to  aay  that  it  ia  not  a  wise  thing  for  tbeComm^ioDtotake  np>  mat- 
ter which  ii  not  preaainK  on  them.  There  la  no  praaeiira  ezoept  what  ia  madB  bf  mj 
friends  at  the  table  of  the  coonsel  tepreaentins  the  olBimants.  Nobody  elae  ii  pn«- 
ing.  The  Conuniuion  bks  work  enoagh  without  this  ooae.  Why  ia  there  aach  h 
earnest  effort  to  grasp  tbia  partienlar  ease  T  I  will  aay  that  I  will  oWy  U»t  ■athoritr 
which  ta  aopreme  as  far  as  1  am  oonoemed,  an  aatborit;  which  I  eaunot  ooatiol  erea 
If  I  wished,  and  wbieh  I  certainly  woald  not  control  if  I  coald.  Why  ia  then  aock 
an  effort  to  press  this  case  and  imperil  aUthebaaineaa  which  thiBCommWonhaibeaB 
oonstitntad  to  acconpUahf 

Hr.  LKrAiTM.  The  qneetion  ia,  ia  the  negotiation  between  tlie  two  GovennMott 
ended  t 

Mr,  BouTWRLL.  I  will  say  this,  that  if  the  negotiations  were  ended  lUa  ease  wonld 
be  worse  off  than  it  is. 

Hr.  jAsm.  That  aounda  tike  a  threat,  Hr.  Boatwell. 

Mr.  BoUTWBLL,  Call  it  what  yon  pleaae. 

Hr.  DK Chahbkuit.  Iwillnot allowany  onetoBayawordTighthere.  ThiaiaaaDes- 
tion  between  me  and  theoonnselfbrthe  United  States.  What  did  yon  say,  Mr.  BMt- 
well,  before  yon  were  interrapted  by  Hr.  Janin  ? 

Hr,  BoDTWXLL.  I  said  that  if  the  negotiations  were  ended  the  caae  woold  be  worn 

n  ander  adTiaemeat. 


yo.84. 
Mr.  Join  Davit  to  Mr.  Frdntghujftmi. 

FesNOH  Ain>  Ahbbioan  Olaiks  Commission, 

151S  H  Btbkbt, 
WaiMoffton,  Pefrmory  11, 1882. 
Sib  :  deferring  to  my  letter  of  the  25tli  altimo,  Iraasinittiiig  a  Itsttrf 
caaes  of  Freach  olaimaDts  oa  die  before  this  Commission,  which  it  is 
believed  faJl  within  the  privileges  stated  by  Ur.  Oatrey,  I  now  hare  the 
honor  to  add  to  that  ]i8t  the  claim  of  Joles  Perrodin  (^o.  90]  for  31 
bales  of  cotton  and  8  hogsheads  of  sagar,  said  to  have  been  taken  by 
troited  States  anthorities  from  claimant  in  Saint  Landry  PariBfa,  Loniti- 
ana,  in  1864. 

It  appears  that  these  claims  were  anbrnitted  to  the  United  States 
Goartof  Claims  in  salt  Ko.  3546,  and  were  not  allowed  in  the  jadgmeot 
rendered  in  said  snlt 
I  have,  &C., 

,TOHN  DAVIS, 
Aniatant  ComttL 
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FtUdJamtuvgW,  19S1.—W.  F.  P.,  StirtUtr]/. 

Jules  Pbrroddt     ) 

V.  SKo.  90. 

Tbs  United  States.  ) 
Theo.  H.  N.  HoPhersoit,  JttonMjf. 

MEHOBUL. 

To  tta  iomcraUt  Commlttioiurt  .- 

1.  Jules  Perrodin  lepraaents  that  he  Is  a  resident  of  the  parish  of  S^nt  lADdij.  ia 
the  State  of  Lonlsiana;  that  his  poat-offloe  address  la  Opalonaaa,  In  (ha  paiiA  and 
State  aforesaid.  . 

3.  That  be  was  bom  on  the  3Sth  day  of  Manih,  A.  D.  1890,  in  the  town  of  Ima, 
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DwoTtniNit  of  the  Ja^^  Frsnoe,  and  that  he  has  TMlded,  between  the  13th  of  April, 
1861,  andtheaoihof  Angnit,  1866,  lu  the  town  of  OpelonHa,puith  of  Saint  Landty, 
and  State  of  Loniaiana. 

3.  That  he  waa  a  natiTe  olticen  of  Fraaoe  when  this  claim  aocmed,  and  haa  never 
be«a  natnralJMd,  or  taken  any  atepe  to  be  natnnlized,  in  an;  other  conntry;  that  he 
nevAT  leuoanoed,  eorrendered,  forfeited,  or  impaired  hi*  allegiaooe,  nor  ever  aonght 
to  impair  hie  allegiance  to  the  GoTenmient  of  France. 

4.  That  thia  claim  haa  never  been  preaented  for  oonHlderation  to  nor  diipoaed  of  by 
any  tribunal  or  any  diplomatic,  Jodlcial,  or  other  anthorit;  of  either  the  United  States 
or  France,  exoept  that  the  said  claim  was  referred  to  in  the  petition  filed  by  the  memo- 
lialiattn  the  United  Statea  Conrt  of  ClaimeAagiiBt  19,  1668,  forootton,  hot  aa  noevi- 
dmice  was  taken  to  aDbetantiateaaid  claim  for  aagar  it  waa  not  anbmitted  for  adjndioa- 
tion  in  said  oonrt. 

6,  The  memorialist  atatea  that  in  the  month  of  March,  1B64,  that  he  waa  the  owner 
and  in  fnll  poaBcaaion  of  the  folio  win  g-deecribed  property,  when  the  fourth  diviaion 
of  the  Thirteenth  Army  Corpa,  nnder  command  01  Mwor-Oeueral  Banka,  invaded  that 
portion  of  the  country  where  the  memotlaliet  resided,  and  dnring  the  month  afore- 
said Miized,  took  poBHeaelon  of,  and  oarried  off  the  said  piaperty  from  the  plantation 
of  Dflntt  Brothera,  near  Waahington,  in  the  pariah  and  Btata  aforesaid,  and  appropri- 
ated and  converted  the  aame  to  the  use  and  Iwneftt  of  the  United  atatea. 

Item  to  wit:  (I)  Eight  hogaheada  of  n<g>r,  averaging  1,800  poonda  per  hogshead, 
worth  SSoenta  perponud,  or  the  anm  of  12,113. 

6.  Thememonalist  aven,  in  conaideranoDofthepreDtiaea,  that  there  is  dDehimfrom 
the  United  States  for  the  said  property  the  priucifttlsam  of  t3,1121n  standardmoney 
of  the  United  States,  with  legal  interest  from  April  1,  1864. 

7.  The  memorlalistwasnotlntheservleeof  the  enemies  of  the  United  States  exoept 
when  he  was  oonsoripted  by  the  Confederate  enrolling-offieer  fbr  the  pariah  of  Saint 
Landry,  Loaisiana,  and  eurolledln  the  Twenty-eighth  B^lment  Ijouisiana  YolanCeers, 

C.  S.  A.,  upon  which  enrollment  he  took  out  a  writ  of  habeaa  corpna  before  the  court 
of  the  eighth  judicial  district  of  Ixtolsiana,  alleging  that  he  was  a  French  snbject,  and 
therefore  not  liable  to  the  operation  of  tbe  conaonpt  law  of  the  Confederate  States ; 
and  on  hearing,  the  court  oi^ered,  adjudged,  and  decreed  that  the  memorialist  be  re- 
leaaed  and  diaonarged  aa  a  oonscript  in  the  said  Confederate  army,  on  the  27th  day  of 

JannaiT,  "    "  —      "  "^ "^ "  "■" '  " '""    *  '^'^"  "-—-•--'- 

Sttttea  in  pnrsnauoe  of  the  said  Jndaxaf 

mand  of  Oeneral  £.  Kirby  Smith,  cS  the  Confederate  arm^. 

8.  The  memorialist  states  that  he  did  not  volnntarily  give  aid  or  comfort  to  the  said 
enemiea  of  tbe  United  States  between  the  13th  of  April,  lUl,  and  the  StOth  of  August, 
1H6& 

9.  That  no  assignment  of  the  claim  set  forth  in  this  manorial,  or  any  part  thereof^ 
or  any  interest  therein,  has  been  made. 

10.  That  for  the  parposes  of  prosecuting  and  reooverisK  this  claim  the  memorialist 
haa  appointed  and  nereby  does  appoint  Theodore  H.  N.  HcPherson,  of  Washington, 

D.  C,  to  be  bis  attorney  in  fact  and  of  record,  with  fall  power  to  those  ends  of  prose- 
cution and  anbatilnUon  and  recovery ;  alao  to  receive  any  draft  or  warrant  that  aball 
be  isaned  to  him  for  said  claim,  and  in  conaideratioD  of  aervioea  rendered  and  to  be 
rendered,  thia  power  and  appointment  are  declared  irrevocaMe. 

Jtn.ES  PEBKODm. 

Pajush  of  Sunt  Laxdbt, 

ataltitfL«»i»Un«i 

a  and  for  the 

^ , .    .     ,        .    ...._. .  .  - me  to  be  the 

party  who  aobaoribed  to  tbe  foregoing  memorial  and  power  of  attorney,  and  belne 
dnlv  swom^  depoaes  and  sava  that  he  is  the  party  therein  named ;  tliat  he  haa  read 
said  memonal,  and  knows  ue  fiMta  therein  stated  lo  be  true  of  bia  own  knowledge, 
except  thoae  which  are  stated  on  information  and  belief,  and  that  he  believes  tbem 
to  be  true ;  and  he  acknowledges  thia  tbe  above  power  of  attorney  to  be  hia  act  and 
deed  for  the  porpoae  therein  named. 

8wnm  to  and  anbacribad  before  me  this  17th  day  of  January,  1961. 

[BUI.]  JAMES  O.  CHACHEEE, 

Cltrk  TUrfMaU  Judicial  Diihict  Covrf,  S*imt  LaiOrf,  Xa. 
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I 
OBJECTIONS  TO  THE  MEMORIAL. 
lOta  FAnarf  21, 1B81.— IF.  F.  P.  A  L.  L.,  Sxt. 

JULXS  PXBBODDI      ) 

M.  ^No.9a 

Thk  Unitxd  Statk.  I 

And  now  the  oonneel  for  tlie  United  Btetes  oltjeota  to  the  mifficiea^  of  the  »"■'— ^ 
filed  hBi«iii,  in  that  the  memoiislist  does  not  state  whetlier  the  cL^mant  or  an;  olbet 
penon  entitled  to  the  amoiut  claimed,  or  anj  part  thereof  hM  ever  reoeiTed  anj,  mi, 
UMij,  what  siun  of  moaey  forthecUun,  ot  vay  jfuHhextoi,  uidif  ao,  when  and  fim 
whom  the  aonie  wbb  reoeiTed — 
Aa  iahf  the  mleaof  thia  honorable  ConuniaaioD  nqniied. 

QEO.  B.  BOUTWELL, 
ClMMuel/vr  ate  United  BUUt. 


NOTICE  TO  TAKE  TE8TIMONT. 
FOtd  F^mmy  S3, 1881.— If.  J^.  P.  A  L.  £.,  Beet. 
Juus  Fkbkoddi     ) 


To  WASHIMOTOM  F.  FIEDDRIC2,Eb4., 

Sib:  Please  inform  the  United  States  agent  tliat  on  Uu  34tb  day  of  Maieh,  1B80,  ri 
12  o'clock  m.,  belbra  Jodge  Jcdin  E.  King,  apAcialooaunlarioner  ei'thislKHMfable  Om- 
minion,  at  his  office  in  Opelonns,  Saint  Ltmdiy  Parish,  Lounana,  w*  will  ^Meed  tt 
take  testimonj  in  the  abore-eotitled  case  on  qatatious  of  alienace,  neatraU^,  and  owi- 
enhip  and  aeUnre  of  propertr  of  the  claimant,  and  oonUnne  uie  ezaninatMrn  cf  wiV 
neaaes  in  this  case  tnm  day  to  daf  nntil  the  tesHmony  ia  complete. 

A.  LANEN, 
Aftia  of  fVwM*  Sifimt. 

Notice  aoo^ted  

QEO.  B.  BOUTWELL, 

QmntdforOtthaUiBUA 

AMENDED  MEMORIAL. 
FOtd ManAM,\B8l.~W.  F.  P.  A L.  L.,  Stet. 
Jui,n  Pkbbodik 


7b  (ft«  lio»OTabl6  Commmumtrt: 

1.  JnlMPerrodinrepreeenta  that  he  Is  a  Tcridentofthe  pariah  of  Saint  l«adi7,iBlki 
State  ttl  Loniaiana.    That  hie  poet-offlce  addrew  ia  Opelonaas,  in  the  pariah  aadSW* 

2.  That  he  was  horn  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1620,  in  the  town  of  Tarda,  Depart- 
ment of  the  JuiB,  France,  and  that  be  oaa  resided  between  the  I3th  of  April,  18S1,  idI 
the  20th  of  Angnst,  1866,  in  thetownof  (>peloaBas,  pariah  of  Stunt  lAnibr,  andStM 
of  IxroiaianB. 

3.  That  he  wasanativedtiieiiof  Fiance  when  thia  claimaocraed,andbaineTvbMa 
natnialized,  oi  taken  any  steps  to  be  natnraUaed,  In  any  other  oonntij.  Tlwt  beam 
rtnonnoed,  anrrendered,  oi  impaired  hla  allegiance  to  the  Qovenunent  ofFmBosi 
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4.  Th&t  this  claim  has  nevei  been  prcMUtod  for  coiuideratioD  to  nor  disposed  of  by  amy 
tribanal,  or  any  diplomatic,  jndici»l,  or  otber  actbority  of  either  the  Unit«d  States  tn- 
France,  except  that  part  of  it  was  inclnded  in  the  petition  No.  3646,  filed  hy  the  me- 
maiialist  in  the  United  Stat«a  Conrt  of  Claims  Aasust  id,  1866.  Bat  as  no  eridence 
was  sabmitted  to  the  aaid  court  to  eatahlish  this  claim  for  sugar  and  colton,  the  Mid. 
CoQTt  of  Claims  did  not  include  the  snme  in  the  judgment  )^Ten  in  faTor  of  the  memo- 
rialist against  the  United  States  for  336  bales  of  cotton. 

5.  The  memorialist  ntatce  that  iii  the  month  uf  Hay,  1B63,  he  was  the  owDer  and  in 
po89«ssioQ  of  the  foUo wing- described  property  when  Thomas  E.  Cbickering.  milibuy 
governor  of  the  pariah  of  Saint  Landry  and  colonel  Forty-Brnt  Regiment  Maaaachusetto. 
Volunteer  In&utry,  of  the  army  of  General  Banks,  invaded  that  portion  of  the  conDtry 
where  the  memorialist  resided,  and  during  the  month  of  May  aforesaid  seized,  took  posses- 
lion  of,  and  carried  off  from  the  plantation  of  Hypolite  A.  Guidry,  at  Plaqoemine  Brnlie, 
and  the  plantation  of  Widow  Baptiste  Malneaux,  in  the  parish  and  State  aforesaid,  and 
appropriated  and  converted  the  same  to  the  use  and  benellt  of  the  United  States,  to  wit: 
(1)  Seven  bales  of  cotton  (3,I.tO  pottnils),  worth  fl  per  pound,  or  the  sura  of  W,  150;  (2> 
one  bale  of  cotton  (4-iO  pounds},  worth  $1  per  ponnd.  or  the  snm  of  $450. 

6.  The  memorialist  fhrther  states  that  in  the  months  of  October  and  November,  1863^ 
hi.'  was  the  owner  and  in  possession  of  the  following'described  property,  when  the  Thir- 
leentb  and  Nineteenth  Army  Corps,  under  the  command  of  Generals  Grover  and  HcOin- 
nfss,  army  of  Miyor-General  Banks,  invaded  that  portion  of  the  country  where  the 
memorialist  Ksided,  and  daring  the  months  or  October  and  November  albresaid  seized, 
took  possession  of,  and  carried  off  from  the  plantation  of  Thelismar  Guidry,  situate  on 
Chnancmw  Bayou,  in  the  parish  and  State  aforesaid,  and  appropriated  and  c6nvert«d 
the  same  to  the  use  and  benefit  of  (he  United  States,  to  wit;  (3)  Twenty-three  balca  of 
cotton  {10,350  ponnds),  worth  f  1  per  pound,  or  the  snm  of  (10,350. 

7.  The  memorialist  states  that  in  the  month  of  March,  1864,  he  whs  the  owner  and  In 
fall  poeseaaion  of  the  following-described  property,  when  the  fourth  division  of  the  Thir- 
teenth Army  Corps,  nnder  command  of  Major-General  Banks,  invaded  that  portion  of 
the  country  where  the  memorialist  resided,  and  doring  the  month  of  March  aforesaid 
seized,  took  pomeesion  of,  and  carried  off  from  the  plantatioo  of  Offutt  Brothera,  near 
WashinfCton,  in  the  parish  and  State  aforesaid,  and  appropriated  and  converted  tbe  samA 
to  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  United  States,  to  wit:  (4)  Eight  ho^eads  of  sngar,  av- 
enging 1,200  pounds  per  hogshead,  worth  22  cents  per  pound,  or  the  sum  of  (2,112. 

S.  The  memorialist  avers  in  consideration  of  the  premises  that  there  is  dne  him  fioni 
the  United  States  for  the  said  property  the  prindpol  sum  of  (16,062  in  standard  money 
of  the  United  States,  with  legal  inUrest  bom  May  1,  1863,  on  the  snm  of  (3,600;  wikb 
legal  interest  from  October  1,  1863,  on  the  sum  of  (10,350;  and  with  legal  interest  tcatu 
April  1.  1864.  on  the  snm  of  (2,112. 

9.  The  memorialist  was  not  in  the  service  of  the  enemies  of  the  United  States,  eicept 
when  he  was  conscripted  by  the  Confederate  enrolling  officer  for  the  parish  of  Saint 
I^ndry,  Louisiana,  and  enrolled  in  the  Twenty-eighth  Raiment  Lonisiana  Volunteera, 
0.  8.  A.,  upon  which  enrollment  he  took  out  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  before  tbe  court  of 
the  eighth  judicial  district  of  Louisiana,  allying  that  he  was  a  French  subject  and 
therefore  not  liable  to  the  operation  of  tbe  cooacript  law  of  the  Confederate  States;  and 
on  hearing,  the  court  ordeied,  ac^udged,  and  decreed  that  the  memorialist  be  released, 
imd  discharged  as  a  conscript  in  the  said  Confederate  army  on  the  27th  day  of  Jannaty, 
A.  D.  1864,  wherenpon  he  was  discharged  the  aervioe  of  the  Confederate  States  in  pursn- 
aoce  of  the  said  jnogment  of  said  district  conrt,  June  18,  1S64,  by  command  of  E^neisl 
E.  Kit^  Smith,  of  tbe  CoDfederate  army. 

10.  llie  memorialist  states  tliat  be  did  not  voluntarily  give  aid  or  oomfort  to  the  said 
enemies  of  tbe  United  Slates  between  the  13th  of  April,  1861,  and  the  20th  of  Angust. 

lasQ. 

11.  That  no  asslgnmeut  of  the  claim  set  forth  in  this  memorial,  or  any  part  thereof  or 
any  interest  therein,  has  been  made. 

13.  That  neither  the  memorialist  nor  any  other  person  has  received  the  amauuk 
clumed.  or  any  port  thereof. 

13.  That  for  the  purpoee  of  recovering  and  prosecuting  tbis  claim  the  memorialist  haa 
appointed,  and  hereby  doee  appoint,  Theodore  H.  N.  McPheiaon,  of  Washington,  D.  C, 
to  be  his  attorney  in  lact  and  of  record,  with  Ml  power  to  those  ends  of  prosecution  and 
substitution  and  recovery,  also  to  receive  any  draft  or  warrant  that  shall  be  issned  to 
him  for  said  claim,  and  in,  oousideration  of  services  rendered  and  to  be  rendered  this 
power  and  appointment  are  declared  irrevocable. 

JULES  FERBODIK. 
H.  Er.  236 31 
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Pabibh  of  Saint  Lakdbt, 

Stale  of  Lauimana ; 
PersoDall;  appeared  befors  me.  the  DDderaigiied,  a  cleric  of  the  court  in  ui4  for  tit 
parish  and  State  afoieaaid,  Jolea  Perrodin,  who  is  personally  knowD  to  me  to  be  tb« 
pnrtj  who  aabacribed  to  the  foregoing  memorial  and  power  of  attorney,  and  being  dalj 
«worn,  deposes  and  says  that  he  is  the  part;  therein  named;  Uiat  he  has  read  aud  me- 
morial and  knows  the  lai^  therein  stat«d  to  be  true  af  bia  own  knowledge,  except  tlun 
which  are  stated  on  information  and  belief,  and  that  he  believes  tbem  to  hetne;  uidlti 
acknowledges  this  the  above  power  of  attorney  t«  be  his  act  and  deed  (or  the  pnipon 
therein  named, 

JULES  PERBODIK. 

Swora  to  and  anbscribed  before  w 
[seal.] 

Clerk  Thirteenth  Judicial  Dittriel  Ooiat,  Bmut  Landrjf,  IcmititMt. 

Objections  taeTetofbre  filed  withdrawn. 


DEPOSITIONS. 
Filed  Mas  U,  1861.— IF.  F.  P.AL.  L.,8ee». 

WASHUrOTOV,  AprB  30, 168L 


lANOMT  DUPBX,  Esq., 


Sib:  I  am  Infmned  1^  Mr.  HcPhenon,  oonnael  for  the  < 
Pemdin,  No.  tW,  that  depodtiolH  ware  taken  before  yon  ii 
MOT  craniaiMi<m  sntborizius  yon  to  act. 

Too  Will  plMse  fbnrard  the  depoaitions  so  t»ken  to  Uiis  ofBoe,  the  nnderatNiding  ke- 
Ing  that,  by  atipnlatioii,  theyare  to  be  nsed  in  this  instance  as  tbon^  taken  nndcina- 
mistkin. 

YoaiB,  reapectfblly. 


United  Stat«B  of  America,  State  of  Louisiana,  pariah  of  Saiat  Landiy. 

Jules  Perbodin    i 

m.  \  No.  90. 

The  Usitkd  States.  J 

Be  it  known  that  I,  Laurent  Dnpre,  a  notary  pnblio,  duly  qnalifled  and 
in  and  Ibr  said  parish  and  State,  by  specipd  agreement  between  FerrealF.  Pcmdin,  nq- 
counsel  for  claimant  In  above-entiUed  catise,  and  Lncins  F.  Snthon,  esq.,  coimsd  iqn- 
eenting  the  United  States  Ooverament,  proceeded,  on  the  14tta,  15th,  and  16th  ixjtii 
April,  A.  D.  1881,  at  my  office  in  Opelonaaa,  La.,  to  take  the  testimony  of  witnoM  ((« 
claimant  in  the  above-entitled  cause.  The  said  Lncins  F.  Snthon,  esq.,  appnfingM 
counsel  for  the  United  States,  and  said  Perreal  F-  Perrodin  spearing  as  oomiBel  brtte 
dalmant- 

Onsaidl4thdayof  April,  A.  D.  1B81,  I  proceeded  toexamine  the  following  witnan 
via:  Panl  Hebert,  Lonis  Halveani,  Alexia  Onidry,  Antoinette  Thiebeant,  widow  ofi 
A.  Gibson,  deceased,  and  Onezime  L.  Gnidiy.  On  sdid  15th  day  of  April,  A.  D- 1^1< 
I  proceed^  to  examine  the  following-named  witnesses,  to  wit;  Henry  L.  Ooiiand  wd 
Mrs.  Constance  Qaidry,  widow,  and  on  said  16th  day  of  April,  A-  D.  1881,  I  pioceeM 
to  examine  the  witneMes  Valentine  D.  Breanx,  Jnlee  Perro^,  the  claimant,  and  JoMfli 
Block,  all  of  said  witnesBee  being  colled  by  claimant,  as  afbresaid. 

I  Airther  certify  that  before  proceeding  to  their  examination,  as  afereaajd,  «idi ' 
above-named  witnenn  was  dnly  Bwotn;  that  in  the  exunination  of  each  of  Mid  *il- 
nessw  the  answers  were  taken  down  in  bis  or  her  presence;  that  the  Mme  was  nadcmr 
to  and  snbecribed  by  each  witneea  feapectively. 

In  fMth  whereof,  I  have  herennto  signed  my  name  and  afflzed  my  offldd  aeal  il 
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First  genenl  iutecrogatory  hj  the  coinmisaioner;  Please  state  ^oar  name,  jonr  occn 

Sition,  jonr  age,  yonr  place  of  residence  the  paal  year;  whether  yon  have  any  interest, 
Liect  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  what 
degree  yon  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A,  My  name  ia  Pant  Hebert;  my  occupation 
is  that  of  a  planter;  1  am  forty-eight  yeais  of  age;  I  live  in  the  parish  of  Saint  I^diy 
and  have  always  lived  there.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is 
the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  am  in  no  way  related  to  the  claimant. 

Being  inl«rrogated  by  Fkbbeal  F.  Persodim,  counsel  for  claimant,  the  witness  says: 

Id  the  bcf^ning  of  the  year  1862  I  sold  to  claimant  four  bales  of  cotton,  and  delivered 
said  cotton  at  Hypolite  A.  Onidey's  gin. 

CniH-exanuDed  by  Luctub  F.  Suthon,  Esq. ,  connael  representing  United  Statje  Gov - 
«niinent,  nys: 

I  sold  said  cotton  to  claimant  for  10  cents  per  ponnd.  I  was  paid  partly  in  goods  and 
partly  in  money  for  said  cotton. 

The  money  paid  me  was  Confedeiate  money.  I  am  positive  that  every  bale  weighed 
-over  four  hundred  pounds.     This  cotton  was  raised  by  me. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  commlswoner;  Do  yon  know  of  any  other  matter 
relative  to  the  claim  in  question? — A.  1  do  not. 


Fiat  gaamX  iiit«nog»tery  by  the  commiwoner:  Pleaae  state  yovr  name,  yonr  oocn- 
jwtion,  yonr  age,  yonr  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  yon  have  any  intenet, 
-director  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  antuect  of  inquiry,  wdwbeUier  and  In  what 
degree  yon  are  related  to  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Louis  Malveani;  my  occnpation 
is  thatofaplanter;  I  am  abont  sixty  years  of  age ;  Ihavealwfqrs  lived  in  Saint  landij 
PariA,  Louisiana ;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  sub- 
ject of  inquiry;  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Febbeal  P.  Prbbodik,  counsel  for  claimant,  witness  says: 
I  sold  one  bale  of  cotton  to  claimant.     I  do  not  recollect  exactly  at  what  time,  bat  it 

was  some  time  during  the  last  war.     The  cotton  was  sold  tiefbre  the  Federal  troops  came 

to  this  parish — by  me  to  claimant.     I  do  not  recollect  precisely  the  weight  of  said  hale 

-of  cotton,  but  am  certain  it  was  over  four  hundred  pounds. 

The  cotton  was  ginned  and  baled  at  the  gin  of  Mr.  Qradenizo;  said  bale  of  cotton  was 

taken  by  the  Federal  tioopa  in  my  presence.     They  neither  gave  a  receipt  or  paid  for 

said  cotton. 

Croes-examined  by  Lucius  F.  SuTHON,  Baq.,  oonuHel  representing  the  United  States 
Government,  witness  says: 

IwasalVeeman  of  color  before  thewar.  Idon't  recollect  the  price  paid  for  saidoottou, 
it  being  so  long  ago;  hnt  I  know  I  was  paid  for  it  T  can  not  rememtjer  whether  I  was 
paid  for  said  ootton  before  or  after  the  taking  of  the  some. 

This  bale  of  cotton  was  at  my  mother's  residence.  TheoUiste  Esprit. 

It  was  there  said  cotton  was  token,  together  with  other  cotton. 

I  had  no  other  ootton  there,  save  the  ^le  sold  to  claimant. 

I  do  not  recollect  whether  said  bale  was  marbed. 

There  were  a  great  many  soldiers  present  when  said  cotton  was  taken,  and,  being 
somewhat  Crightened,  I  conld  not  say  whether  there  offlcets  present  or  not. 

I  can't  recollect  whether  or  not.  I  notified  claimant  his  cotton  hod  been  taken  by  the 
Federals.     This  cotton  was  grown  by  me. 

LOUIS  MALVEAUX. 
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Depoeitioi 

Pint  general  inteiro^tarj  fay  the  commisionN':  Plewe  state  yonr  DMoe,  70111  occa- 
patdon,  ;oar  age,  foor  place  of  rcBidenoe,  whether  yon  have  uaj  intarert,  direct  or  indi- 
rect  in  the  cluim  which  is  the  subject  of  inqairy,  And  in  what  d^iee  are  yon  related  a> 
claimant? — A.  My  nameis  Alexia  Guidry.  I  am  a  planter  by  occapAtion.  lamtweatj- 
eight  yeaiB  of  age  or  theieaboat.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim 
which  is  the  auliyect  of  inquiry.     I  am  in  00  way  related  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Fkbbeal  F.  FEBBoniif,  Esq.,  connsel  for  claimant,  witiu* 

Daring  the  lat«  dvil  wnr  I  was  residing  on  the  plantation  of  Hypolite  A.  Gnidi?.  in 
tho  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  Lonisiann. 

I  knbw  that  claimant,  Jalea  Ferrodin,  had  some  cotton  on  said  place.  I^nl  Hcben 
had  some  cotton  on  said  place.     -Said  Hebert  had  Ibnr  bales  there. 

Tbeee  four  bales  of  cotton  was  taken  by  the  Federal  troopo.  I  wae  present  wb«  i1 
was  taken.     Paul  Hebert  himiteir  told  me  be  had  sold  this  cotton  to  Jolts  PerrodiD. 

(Directed  to  by  Lnciua  F.  Suthon,  esq.,  coonsel  fertile  United  States  Ckivemment. i» 
heiaaay.) 

It  ffiu  afler  the  Federal  troop*  hod  taken  this  cottoo  that  Hebert  told  me  lo. 

I  am  positive  when  I  ^y  that  the  Federal  troops  took  the  four  bales  of  cotton  that 
had  been  lell  at  said  gin  by  Paul  Hebert. 

This  happened  on  the  same  day  that  Onezime  L.  Gnidiy  was  present,  and  bii  banc 
nas  taken  away  from  him.  The  Federals  also  osed  some  horsee  and  wagons  to  takr 
away  said  cotton  from  the  plantation  of  said  Hyp.  Gnidry. 

I  correct  myself  by  saying  oxen  instead  of  horses. 

The  Federal  troops  took  all  the  cotton  from  said  place  which  was  there.  I  belicn 
there  were  thirty  or  more  bales,  bat  not  less  tlian  thirty.- 

Cross-examined  by  Lucius  F.  Sutton,  Esq.,  ooansel  for  the  GoveraioMit,  witnM 
says: 

Can't  sBy  the  average  weight  of  t&id  cotton  per  bale.  I  know  there  was  one  <Acn 
among  the  Federal  troops  who  took  said  cotton.  Can't  s^ — that  is,  I  know  there  ■•> 
no  receipt  given  for  said  cotton,  or  money  paid  fhereCir.  The  oottm  was  marked  rd- 
etally  with  the  owner's  initials.  I  was  t^en  abont  thirteen  years  of  age.  Said  HJT. 
A.  Oaidry's  plantation  is  abont  eleven  or  twelve  miles  fh>m  (^etonna. 

ALEXIS  X  GDIDBT. 


DepoaiCion  of  ANTOiNrrrB  Thibbault,  widow  of  W.  A.  Oibaon,  tak^  for  dai^ut  ii 
the  cose  of  Jnlea  Perrodio  vt.  The  United  States,  at  OpelonsM,  Ia.,  on  I4th  April 
A.  D.  1881. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  commissioner:  Please  stale  yonr  name,  yaaroen- 
pation,  yonr  age,  yonr  place  of  residence,-  whether  yon  have  any  intoi«M,  direct  or  in- 
direct, in  the  claim  which  is  the  snbject  of  inqniry,  and  in  what  decree  yon  an  related 
to  the  claimant? — A.  Uy  name  is  Antoinette  Thiebanlt;  I  am  the  widow  of  W.  A  tiOy- 
son,  decwsed;  I  am  forty-one  yeara  of  a^;  I  am  now  living  in  t^is  pariah,  and  Ixn 
lived  here  for  nineteen  years.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  daimwbid 
is  the  salgect  of  inqniry.     I  am  not  in  any  way  related  to  Uie  claimant 

Being  interrogated  by  Fbbbeal  F.  Pkbbodiit,  eonnsel  fbr  the  claimant,  witness  aijt- 
I  lived  during  the  war,  and  especially  during  the  year  1864,  upon  the  r**"****" '' 
Offolt  Brothers,  near  Washington,  pariah  of  Saint  LAiidiy,  Ia     My  hnsband,  Mr.  W. 
A.  (iibwD,  was  in  chai^  of  said  plautntion  at  that  time. 

Mr,  Uffutt,  before  leafing  said  plantation,  sold  some  bogebeads  of  rapr  to  Mr.  J'^ 
Perrodin,  who  placed  said  stmar  in  the  custody  of  my  bnsband,  and  it  remained  b)cM 
in  the  snttar-houae  of  Offutt  Srotheis  until  the  advent  of  the  Federal  ttaqM,  temt  timf 
in  the  ye*r  1864,  when  said  su^r-honse  was  bnist  open  by  the  Federal  traope,  and  ill 
nsaid  BUgar-hcusB  was  taken  away;  what  could  not  be  taken  awv)***^ 


le  sugar  11 


All  that  conld  be  taken  or  carried  away  waa  taken  or  eanied. 

I  recognln  to-dny  hem  present,  Mr.  Jules  PerttMlin,  as  the  gentleman  wbo  patAfi 
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aud  sogar  from  OStett  Brothers,  and  who  is  the  claim&nt  in  this  case,  and  tbe  gentleman 
irbo  placed  said  angar  in  the  custody  of  mjr  husband,  us  afbrea&id. 

The  Federal  troops  did  not  pay  for  said  angar  or  give  any  receipts  therefor. 

Being  inteirojcated  by  Lucios  F.  SUTHOH,  Esq.,  repreMntiog  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  witneiB  sajv: 

I  know  that  the  said  sugar  wai  sold  to  Mr.  JnlesPerrodin,  becsuaeMr.  William  Ofliitt, 
of  Offbtt  Brothere.  told  me  he  had  sold  said  sd^  la  Mr.  Jnlea  Perrodiu,  and  lett  it  there 
in  charge  of  my  hosband  for  Mr.  Jalee  Perrodiu. 

Said  sngar  was  taken  and  destroyed  while  the  Federal  army  was  advancing.  When  I 
state  that  Mr.  Offatt  sold  said  sngor  before  leaving  the  place,  I  mean  that  he  sold  the 
same  before  leaving  here  lor  Nntchitochea,  in  this  State.  Said  sngar  was  sold  hy  Ofl^itt 
Brothers  to  Mr.  Perrodin  about  a  year,  as  far  as  I  con  remember,  before  it  was  taken. 
The  sngar  sold  to  Mr.  Perrodin  was  all  the  sugar  there  was  in  the  sugar-houae. 

Can't  say  whether  the  sngar  was  marked  or  not.  I  know  it  was  put  up  tn  hogsheads. 
I  mw  the  soldiers  in  tiie  act  of  taking  away  the  said  Bogar.  The  soldieis  rauried  away 
the  sugar  as  best  they  could.  Some  put  it  in  backets,  some  put  it  in  their  coats,  and 
others  nsed  their  shirts  to  carry  the  same  away. 

&iw  no  sugar  carried  off  except  in  the  manner  I  have  described.  No  officers  were  pres- 
ent nhen  said  susu-  was  carried  away  by  the  Fedpnil  troops  or  destroyed.  Upon  refieo- 
tion,  I  went  to  see  an  officer  upon  tlie  adjoining  place  of  Mr,  O^tt  for  protection,  as  my 
own  property  was  being  destroyed  or  carried  away,  and  npon  my  complaint  t<i  him  said 
officer  stated  that  the  Federal  eoldiere  were  onruly  aod  uncontrollable.  Saidofficerwas 
a  captain.  Neither  myself  nor  ray  husband  notified  the  Federal  troops  that  said  sngar 
belonged  to  Mr,  Perrodin,  but  we  asked  them  not  to  destroy  it. 

At  that  time  I  obtained  25  cents  in  silver  per  ponnd  for  sngar.  I  don't  know  whether 
26  cents  per  poiud  was  the  regular  price  for  sngar  at  thot  time,  but  I  know  it  waswhiit 
I  ofatajned  for  it  in  tile  neighborhood. 

Re-examined  in  chief  by  Ferrkal  F.  Pesbodin,  counsel  for  claimant: 

I  wafl  present  when  Colonel  OfTtatt,  of  (Mat  Brothels,  led  sntpr  in  charge  of  my  hus- 
band for  Mr.  Jales  Perrodin,  and  was  also  present  when  Mr.  Jales  Perrodin  came  upon 
the  plantation  of  Offhtt  Brothers,  t«  see  abont  the  sngar  so  porehased,  which  he  left  in 
charge  of  my  hosband. 

ANTOINETTE  THIEBEAUT. 

Laubkht  Dupbe, 

Notary  Public  and  ^petial  Oommimona; 


First  general  interrogatory  by  the  commissioner:  Please  state  yonr  name,  yonr  occu- 
pation, yonr  age,  yonr  place  of  residence;  whether  yon  have  any  intereet,  direct  or  in- 
direct, in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  in  what  degree  yon  are  related 
to  claimBut.—^A.  My  name  is  Onezime  L.  Guidiy.  My  occupation  is  that  of  a  planter. 
I  nm  seventy-two  years  of  age.  I  am  now  living,  and  have  always  lived,  in  the  pariah 
of  Saint  Landry.  I  have  uo  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  anb- 
ject  of  inquiry.     Am  in  no  way  related  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Fkbbeal  F.  Pebbodin,  Esq.,  counsel  tor  the  claimant,  witneoa 

I  am  well  acqniuntod  with  Alexis  Gnidry  and  Hodeste  Guidry,  and  know  that  during 
the  war  between  the  United  States  and  the  Confederate  States  said  parties  lived  on  the 
plantation  ofHyppolite  A.  Gnidry,  in  this  pariah  of  Saint  I^dry. 

I  was  present  when  the  Federal  troops  came,  daring  the  war,  with  wagons,  to  the 
plantation  of  Hyppolite  A.  Guidry's  and  took  away  from  his  gin-honse  all  the  cotton 
that  was  there.  11118  cotton  beIong[ed]  to  divers  parties;  among  others,  Jules  Perrodin, 
the  clamant. 

Said  Jules  Perrodin  hod  seven  bales  of  cotton  «n  said  Hyp.  A.  Qnidry's  place. 

Borne  of  this  cotton  claimant  had  bonght  of  Paul  Hebert,  Voleatine  D.  Breaas,  and 
others  whom  I  don't  remember. 

My  recollection  of  the  taking  away  of  this  cotton  is  very  clear.  My  own  horse  wm 
taken  away  from  me  and  I  was  sent  home  on  foot.  Some  of  vIm  Federal  soldiers  won 
the  epaulettes  of  ofSoers. 

Croaa-esamined  by  Lucius  F,  5 uthon,  counsel  r^resenting  the  United  States  Oovem- 
ment,  witness  says: 

I  know  that  cbuouuit,  Jales  Perrodin,  bad  cotton  at  the  gin-honae  of  said  Hyp.  A. 
Guidry's,  becaose  Mrs.  Guidry  told  me  so,  her  husband  being  then  absent.     /■  •■  i 

I     CiOOglC 
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I  knew  Mr.  Jnlea  Perrodin,  the  clajnumt,  yeaty  well  daring  the  w»r,  and  bad  occumo 
to  see  him  very  freqaently. 

I  was  employed  by  [Claimant,  said  Perrodin,  to  haul  cotton  from  asid  gin-hoDaetaaid 
PeiTodin's  atore  la  Opeloosaa. 

To  m;  knowledge  aaid  Jules  Perrodin  gave  no  aid  or  comfort  to  tbeConfedoatcidDP- 
iDe  the  war. 

Said  cotton  woe  taken  awa;  by  the  Fedeml  troops  fh  the  year  1863.  I  dtm't  knoir 
the  price  of  cotton  at  that  time. 

ONEZIME  L.  GDIDBY. 

Laubknt  Dvpbe, 

Jiolaiy  Pailie  and  Special  OammiMiotter. 

<,  La.,o] 
inbeba 

First  iceneial  interTogatory  by  the  commisaioner:  Please  state  yonr  name,  yovr  ocn- 

SatioD,  your  age,  your  place  of  reaidence;  whether  yon  have  any  interest,  direet  or  ia- 
irect,  in  the  claim  which  ia  the  enbject  of  iaqniiy,  aod  in  what  degne  yon  are  lelatid 
to  claimant? — A.  My  name  is  Henry  L.  Garland;  my  occnpation  ia  that  of  attorney  it 
law;  I  am  flfty-nx  yeaia  of  age,  and  reside  near  the  town  of  Opelonsaa,  Ia.,  and  hace 
always  lived  there.  I  have  no  interest,  director  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  ia  themb- 
jeet  of  inquiry. 
I  am  a  con^D  to  claimant  by  afSnlty  or  marriage. 
Being  interto^ted  by  Febkkal  F.  Fbkbodin,  Esq.,  oonnsel  for  claimant,  wilUM 

I  have  known  claimant,  Jalee  Perrodin,  ever  since  he  has  lieen  in  this  conntiy,  tone 

Sirty  or  forty  yeaia.     He  baa  lived  continnonaly  in  the  town  of  Opelonsaa,  L*. ,  npwiids 
twenty  yean. 

J  know  that  Jnlea  Perrodin  did  not  take  np  arma  in  the  conflict  between  the  UniM 
Btatea  and  the  late  Confederate  States,  nor  took  any  port  tberein ;  bnt  on  the  ooatnir  I 
know  that  he  reeisted  the  conscription  law  of  the  late  Confederate  States,  claimiDg  hii 
right  as  a  French  inbject  to  remain  nentral,  and,  as  he  stated,  in  obedience  to  tlw  v6ai 
of  bis  government.  I  represented  him  as  his  attorney  in  a  habfss  corpns  case,  now  do 
file  in  tiie  records  of  Saint  I^dry  Pariah,  to  prevent  his  conscription.  I  know  the  far- 
ther fact  that  said  Jnles  Perrodin  nas  neither  in  the  Confederate  or  United  States  Anij'. 
bnt  that  be  remained  neutral.  I  know,  alao,  that  he  waa  never  naturalized. 
Crosa-aiamined  by  Lucius  F.  Sdtbon,  £Bq.,coanBel  for  the  Government^  witnesM;!: 
To  my  knowledge  J  can't  say  that  Hr.  Jnles  Perrodin  gave  any  aid  or  comfort  dnnop 
the  late  civil  war  to  the  enemies  of  the  United  States. 

HENRY  L.  GARLAND. 
Laubknt  Dupke, 

Notary  Puilic  and  Special  Cbrntausioner. 

DepoaitJon  of  Mrs.  Constavcb  Gpioky,  widow  of  Theliamar  Gnidry,  deceased,  takenit 

OpeloQsas,  La.,  on  the  I6th  April,  1S81,  in  the  case  of  Jules  Perrodin  vs.  The  Vnittd 

States. 

First  general  interri^atory  by  the  commiaaioner:  Pleaae  state  your  name,  yoni  occu- 
pation, yon  r  place  of  residence;  whethsr  you  have  any  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  Ilir 
claim  which  ia  the  snhject  of  inquiry,  wid  in  what  degree  yon  are  related  to  the  dain- 
ant.— A.  My  name,  Constance  Gnidry,  widow  of  Tfaelismar  Gnidry;  I  was  horn  in  dw 
parish  of  Saint  Landry,  Loniaiana,  and  have  always  lived  there.  I  have  no  intenei. 
direct  or  Indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  sntject  of  inqniiy.  I  am  in  no  way  rdaUd 
to  Jnles  Perrodin,  claimant.     I  am  forty-seven  yeais  of  age. 

Being  interrogated  by  Hr.  Pebbe&l  F.  Perrodin,  counsel  for  claimant,  witness  mjc 

Daring  the  lata  civil  war  I  resided  on  my  plantation  on  the  hooks  of  the  Bayoa  te- 
ecro,  in  this  parish. 

I  know  that  daring  the  years  IB62  or  IB63  my  hnsband  sold  soma  Mtton  to  Jak* 
Perrodin. 

This  cotton  sold  by  my  basband  to  Perrodin,  which  was  all  the  cotton  behad,wt*ia 
the  seed,  and  uogioned,  and  t^  the  best  of  my  recolleetion  and  estimation  wonld  Mske, 
when  ginned,  about  forty-dve  bales.  In  the  year  1B63,  in  the  month  of  October,  tit 
Fedend  troops,  about  40,000  in  number,  camped  near  my  plantation.  On  the  Ttb  iMJ 
of  November  of  said  year  the  battle  of  Bayou  Bourbeux  was  fooghL 

The  Federal  army  l»ok  posseasion  of  my  honse  and  premises,  and  cwivartad  llie  mm» 

C..HH>|C 
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Ibr  ths  sick  and  wounded  and  dUabled  into  a  hoapJUl,  and  they  used  Mr.  Perrodiu'B 
cotton  aforesaid  to  make  mattreaMe  for  their  sick  and  wonnded,  and  ttiej  carried  Mtme 
of  that  cotton  on  other  plantations  aroand,  where  they  also  had  woonded  or  disabled 
BOldieiB.  I  myself  saw  Uiam  loading  the  wagona  and  carrying  off  aaid  cotton.  I  told 
the  Fedend.  ofBcers.  among  whom  wan  Lientenant  Pollard,  whom  I  knew,  that  said  oot- 
ton  belonged  to  a  French  citizen  living  in  the  town  of  OpelooBaa,  La.,  whoee  name  w«8 
Jnlei  Perrodin.  He  replied  that  this  French  citizen  would  be  better  mtisfied  to  know 
that  his^cotton  was  in  theii  handa  than  in  thooe  of  the  rebels.  My  hnaband  had  been 
paid  for  his  cotton  bj  Mr,  Penodin. 

tir.  Perrodin  was  oar  merchant.  When  the  Fedetal  troops  took  wid  ootton  thejr 
neither  paid  for  the  same  nor  gave  any  receipts  tharefor. 

I  am  positive  in  stating  that  a  portion  of  the  cotton  thus  sold  by  my  haslMtnd  to  Hr. 
Perrodin  was  taken  by  the  Federal  army  in  the  way  aikd  for  the  pnrpoee  above  stated 

'What  \t 
I  mppose 
told  me  w 

The  nnmber  of  wonnded  at  the  battle  of  Bayon  Boarbenx  was  very  anmerons.     The   * 
battle  was  fought  aboat  a  mile  and  a  half  ftum  my  honse. 

I  jndge  there  was  abont  one  hundred  and  fifty  wonnded  Fedeml  eoldieis  on  my  placa 
■t  said  time. 

Cross-eiamined  by  Lucius  F.  Suthok,  Esq.,  connsel  for  the  United  States  GoTem- 
ment,  witness  says: 

I  know  of  my  own  kncwledse  that  said  cotton  was  sold  to  Hr.  PeTTodin  by  my  hus- 
band, as  he  was  in  the  habit  ofoonsnlting  me  whenever  he  transacted  any  bosiueM. 

We  transacted  all  onr  bnsinen  with  Mr.  Jnlee  Peirodin,  who  wM  our  merehamt,  and 
Kid  cotton  was  paid  for  mainly  in  goods,  provisions,  and  merchandise,  and  partly  abo  in 
Confederate  money.  The  cotton  was  sold  according  to  its  quality — say  firom  0,  10,  to 
12  ceula  per  pound.  The  said  cotton  was  not  weighed  when  it  was  sold  to  Mr.  Perrodin; 
but  we  knew  its  weight  becaose  it  was  weighed  when  gathered. 

All  of  said  cotton  was  in  seed  or  nnginned.  There  was  so  little  of  said  cotton  left 
by  the  Federal  troops  that  I  paid  no  attention  to  it,  and  don't  know  what  became  of  it. 

Lientenant  Pollard  was  on  my  gallery  when  the  wagons  came  to  cany  off  said  cotton. 

My  Jinsband  was  in  the  Confederate  army  from  the  beginning  to  the  close  of  the  war. 
CONSTANCE  GUIDHY. 

Laubent  Din>BK, 

ffotary  Puilie  and  Special  Oommimiona'. 


First  general  Interrogatory  by  the  commiasioner:  Please  8tat«  yonr  name,  yonr  ooca- 
pation,  yonr  age,  yonr  place  of  residence;  whether  you  have  any  interest,  direct  or  in- 
direct, in  the  claim,  which  is  the  subject  or  inquiry,  and  In  what  degree  you  are  related 
to  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Valentine  D.  Breoux.  I  am  a  planter  by  occupation.  I 
am  flfty-foar  yeara  of  age.  I  live  now  and  have  always  lived  in  the  parish  of  Saint 
landry,  Louisiana.  I  have  nointereet,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  Isthesnb- 
Ject  of  inquiry,  and  am  in  no  way  related  to  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Fkbrbal  F.  Pkbkodin,  Esq.,  coausei  for  claimant,  witness   ■ 


e  at  said  gin-bonse,  part  of  which  he  purchased  &om 
CroM-ezamined  by  Lucius  F.  StnrHOK,  Esq.,  rqneoenting  Dmted  States  Qovernment, 
I  think  I  got  fVom  10  to  12  cents  per  ponnd  Ibrtbe  baleof  cotton  sold  as  aforemd  ta 


The  mcMiey  paid  me  for  said  cotton  was  good  money,  not  Confederate  money. 
I  was  pMd  cash  for  said  cotton  when  I  sold  same. 
I  was  not  ataald  time  in  the  Ccmlbdenite  army. 

valentine  d.  bbeadx. 
Laurent  Dupxr, 

Notary  PlMie  atid  Speeud  CoamUnoner.  ^^  , 
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Tint  genenl  inteirogatoc;  bj  the  commiBaioner:  Please  state  joui  name,  Toiir  area- 
jMttion,  yonr  place  orr«eid«DC«;  whether  yon  have  any  inteteet,  director  indirect,  in  the 
matter  which  is  the  sabject  of  inqniry,  and  whether,  and  in  what  degree,  you  are  related 
to  claimant. — A.  My  n>me  ii  Joseph  Block;  my  occupation  is  tliat  of  a  merchaat;  I  ■■ 
forty-seTen  years  of  age ;  I  am  now  living  in  the  town  of  Opelonsaa,  La. ,  and  have  Ut«4 
there  since  1860. 

I  have  no  intereet,  direct  or  iuditect,  in  the  matter  which  is  the  subject  of  inqniry, 
and  am  in  no  way  reUted  to  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Febbeal  F.  Perbodin.  connael  for  claimant,  wltnen  aaya: 

I  hare  been  residing  in  Opelousas  since  tho  year  1880,  with  the  exception  of  two  jean 
and  a  half  while  I  resided  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  bat  in  that  time  I  came  ottea  to 
Opelonsns. 

I  resided  in  Opelonsas  from  1800  to  September,  1864,  con dnnonsly,  except  aboal  tlu«t 
months  ( Jtine,  Joly,  and  Aogast,  1863),  when  I  was  absent  from  Opelooeas.  Jal«s  Pet- 
fodin,  the  claimant,  resided  in  the  town  of  Opelonaas  during  the  time  I  did.  We  boUi 
leaided  on  the  same  atreel  in  the  town  of  Opelousas,  La. ,  and  both  yet  reside  theic 

I  don't  know  that  claimant  took  any  part  in  the  late  civil  war.  I  know  that  be  eon- 
tested  going  in  the  Confederate  army. 

He  contested  before  the  courts  and  before  the  Confederate  or  military  anthocitice^  1 
%now  that  claimant  was  arrested  and  ordered  to  report  to  Alexandria-  Be  reported 
there,  and  claimed  to  t>e  a  French  snttject;  getting  no  satjafhction  there,  he  was  oidered 
to  report  to  Shreveport,  Ia.  I  was  likewise  persecuted  at  the  same  time  by  tbe  ^imc 
anthoritiea.  1  don't  know  if  claimant  ever  voted  in  this  conntry.  I  know  at  his  mak- 
ing daim  fbr  protection  to  the  French  conanl  during  the  late  war.  During  the  year  1863 
I  thiukcottonwaawivthaboatfiOcenta  per  pound  in  New  Orleans. 

Cross-examined  by  LuciDS  F.  SirrHOir,  counsel  for  the  United  States  Government, 
witneaa  says: 

When  I  say  that  claimant  took  no  part  in  the  late  war,  I  mean  that  he  to^  np  anm 
for  neither  aide.  I  don't  know  of  claimant's  assisting  the  Confederates  hysahacnptiaaf 
'Or  donations  of  any  kind.  During  the  years  1862  and  1863  cotton  coald  be  porchaaed 
in  this  parish.  Abont  that  time  cotton  could  be  purchased  for  about  10  to  12  cents  per 
ponnd.  On  reflection,  witness  says  that  the  price  of  cotton  at  said  time  ranged  from  10 
to  IS  cents  per  pound.  It  waa  coatomary  here,  when  purchasing  cotton  at  aaid  time,  to 
leave  it  apou  the  place  where  it  was  purchased. 

J.  BLOCK. 

Laubent  Dupbk, 

Notarg  FtMie  and  fecial  Omnmittioiur. 

Depooitiou  of  Jui/ES  Pebbodin,  claimant,  taken  at  Opeloona,  La.,  on  tbe  ISth  day  ol 
April,  1881,  in  the  case  of  JnloiPerrodin  OR.  The  United  Statco. 

First  general  inquiry  by  the  commissionei:  Please  state  your  age,  yonr  occnpoticn. 
jonr  place  of  residence;  whether  you  have  any  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim 
which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry. — A.  Hy  name  ia  Jules  Ferrodin.  I  am  the  daimaat 
'  in  this  case,  and  oonseqnently  I  am  directly  interested  in  the  resnlt  of  it.  I  am  a  nwi- 
cbant.  I  am  sixty-one  years  of  age.  I  have  resided  for  the  last  forty  years  in  tbe  par- 
ish of  Saint  lAudiy,  Louisiana.  No  one  else  but  myself  has  an  inteieat,  direct  w  in- 
direct, in  this  claim. 

Being  interrogated  by  Fesbeal  F.  Pebbodin,  Esq.,  counsel  for  claimant,  witDsas 

I  was  bom  on  the  27th  of  March,  1820,  in  the  town  of  l^rcia,  Department  of  the  Jina. 
France,  and  I  have  lived  continuously  in  tbe  town  of  Opelonsas,  La.,  since  the  vMr 
ISM.  I  am  [a]  French  subject,  and  have  never  renounced  my  allegiance  to  my  nsdve 
«ont)try,  having  never  been  naturalized  in  this  or  any  other  conntry,  nor  even  ■j^lied 
£)r  any  naturalization. 

I  have  always  preserved  my  neutrality  whUe  in  this  conntry,  and  espectally  dniing 
the  late  civil  war,  in  which  I  took  no  part  nor  gave  any  aid  or  cmnfini  to  tbe  eDeuesof 
the  United  Statea  in  any  shape,  form,  c 

I  was  conscripted  by  tbe  Confederate 
Lonfsiana,  and  enrolled  in  the  Twenty-eigl 

8.  A.,  upon  which  enrollment,  through  my  attorney,  at  that  time,  Henry  L.  0 
esq.,  I  tookoot  a  writ  of  habeas  oorpua  before  theeighth  judicial  district  court  of  Lsatai- 
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uu,  cUimiiig  tbe  rights  of  a  French  anlyecl:,  and  as  not  li»ble  to  conscriptioii.    Od  the 
S7th  day  of  J&noaiy,  1864,  said  coart  rendered  judgment  in  m^  favor,  and  in  Jane,  16S4, 
in  purenance  of  said  Jadgment,  I  was  regularly  discbatf^  by  command  of  E.  Eirby 
Smith,  of  the  Confederate  States  army. 
(CopyofHaidJudgment  hereto  attached  and  made  part  of  tbia  tefltimony  and  marked  A.) 

Habeas coipos.     EightbdiBtriGtLoaiBiana,SaiiitLand[y.      Nos.  0430  and S43t  cnmn- 

lated. 
JCLES  PEBBODIN   ET  AL.  f 

Col.  Aixkh  Thomas.    J 

Jales  Pcmdin,  JoMph  Cam;,  Edmond  Pascal  Hangael,  and  DominiqneOnilbas,  hav- 
ing been  conscripted  by  the  corporate  enrolling  officer  for  the  pariah  of  Saint  Landry, 
were  enrolled  in  the  Twenty-eighth  R^ment  Loniaiaaa  Volnnteera,  C.  S.  A.,  com- 
manded by  tbe  defendant.  They  have  taken  these  writs  of  habeas  oorpos  alleging  that 
they  ar«  French  sabjecis,  and,  tnerefore,  not  liable  to  the  opeiation  of  the  conscription 
law  of  Uie  Confederate  States,  mod  they  pray  to  be  dischuged  from  the  military  service 
of  said  States. 

It  has  been  established  to  tbe  aatisfaction  of  this  wnrt  that  these  parties  an  French 
sabjects  who  were  residing  here  at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the  present  war; 
they  never  claimed  nor  exercised  anyof  tbe  rights  of  American  citizenship;  with  the  ex- 
ception of  Gnilbae,  they  are  merchants;  Ouilhas  was  employed  as  an  overseer  one  year, 
and  as  a  cooper  another,  on  the  plantation  of  Mis.  Dejean  in  this  pariah;  and  with  tbe 
exception  of  Ferrodiu  none  of  them  have  acquired  any  real  property,  and  Perrodin  has 
acquired  only  so  mncb  as  was  necessary  to  carry  on  bis  commerce,  that  is,  the  town  lot 
and  building  where  he  keeps  his  store.  These  people  came  to  tjiis  country,  ritrcAoal 
JoTiune,  like  most  of  the  foreigners  who  come  here,  and  ftom  their  conduct  and  their 
declarations  made  before  tbe  war,  it  appears  that  they  have  never  intended  to  renouuce 
thnrcoaotry,  bat  on  the  contiary  they  have  often  manifested  their  intention  of  retnni- 
ing  at  Bomefatnre  period  to  their  native  land.  At  the  commencementof  this  war  Per- 
rodin particularly  took  alt  the  neceamry  precantionary  lueaauies  to  place  both  himself 
and  property  under  the  protection  of  the  French  Govemmeut. 

ForeigDcfs  who  come  to  reside  in  a  country  are  entitled  to  the  protection  of  the  sov- 
ereign and  of  tbe  laws  of  that  country.  In  no  country  have  they  enjoyed  that  protec- 
tion to  a  greater  extent  than  in  this.  Unmolested  in  the  puTsaits  of  Uieir  different  avo- 
cations, tSey  have  generally  accnmnlated  large  Ibttnnee,  which  tbey  have  in  many 
instances  carried  away  to  their  native  country,  and  with  the  exception  of  voting  and  hold- 
ing public  offices,  they  have  eiijoyed  alt  tbe  protection,  privileges,  and  advantages  which 
the  law  affords  to  the  citizens  of  the  State.  For  all  of  this,  from  a  sense  of  ftmtitnde, 
as  says  Vattel,  "they  ought  not  to  content  themselvea  with  barely  respecting  tbe  laws, 
they  ought  to  assist  the  country  upon  occasion  and  contribute  to  its  defense,  but  tbey 
cannot,  says  the  same  author,  be  aabject  to  those  burdens  that  have  only  relation  to  the 
quality  of  cftisens.  (Book  2,  sees.  IDS  and  106.)  As  our  Govemmeut  is  intended,  by 
its  fimDeis,  to  bs  one  of  law,  it  is  not  the  province  of  this  oonrt  to  say  what  the  law 
ought  to  be;  hot  it  is  bis  duty  simply  to  dedaie  what  tbe  law  is.  The  laws  of  nations 
are  ss  binding  on  them  as  the  code  of  one  country  is  binding  on  the  citizens  or  subjects 
of  that  country,  and  it  is  one  of  tbe  Sist  duties  of  a  nation  U>  respect  and  olMervs  these 
laws.  Tbe  question  before  this  court,  in  this  case,  is  whether  foreigners  sojourning  or 
residing  temporarily  in  this  country  can,  with  due  re|;ard  to  international  law,  be  cod- 
Bcripted  and  forced  in  the  military  service  of  the  country  for  an  indeSnite  period  ? 

lie  burden  of  carrying  arms  and  of  serving  in  the  armies  of  the  country  is  one  of  thcoe 
having  a  relation  only  to  the  quality  of  citizena.  (Vattel,  B.  2,  106.)  Besides,  tbe  for- 
eigner who  comes  to  reside  in  this  country  does  not  thereby  lose  bis  rights  ns  a  citizen 
or  sul^ecC  of  tbe  country  from  which  he  came;  nor  is  be  in  the  least  f^eed  of  the  obliga- 
tions resulting  Irom  the  all^iance  he  owes  to  his  sovereign,  and,  although  be  is  amena- 
ble to  the  laws  of  the  state  for  his  oondnct,  tbe  state  has  no  right  of  sovereignty  over 
his  person;  owing  no  allegiance  to  the  state,  he  can  at  aU  times  leave,  and  when  be  has 
come  here,  with  the  permission  of  the  state,  he  cannot  be  prevented  lh)m  doing  so- with- 
out *  breach  of  good  faith  on  the  part  of  onr  Government.  If  these  are  correct  principles 
of  international  law,  bow  can  a  foreigner  be  forced  in  the  military  service  of  the  country 
for  on  Indefinite  period?  It  is  true  that  the  sovereign  of  a  country  has  the  right  to  Qs 
the  conditions  on  which  foreiguera  will  be  received  and  permitted  to  remain  in  the 
country;  but  both  reason  and  justice  require  that  these  conditions  should  be  made  known 
before  tbey  come;  the  burden  of  carrying  arms  in  defense  of  a  ooontiy  is  certainly  one  of 
these  that  only  relate  to  tbeqoalityof  citizens,  and  therefore  cannot  be  imposed  on  those 
who  are  not  dtixens,  and,  indeed,  snch  seems  to  have  been  the  inteipretatooa  of  tbe  law 
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of  oonacriptioa  np  to  Uie  prasent  tiiue.  When  Uie  conaoipta  between  the  igN  of  d^rtMS 
and  thirtr-flve  jeftra  wei«  Bnt  called  out,  uid  wbea  thoM  betwem  tagf^trt^  ud  fcrtj 
JMTS  were  called  oat,  no  foreignera  were  oonecripted  and  foroed  in  tfae  militaij  Krricc 
of  Uie  Confedeiate  States.  The  exigencies  of  the  times  may  change,  hat  the  frindplw 
of  law  remain  Uie  same.  If  foreiguen  aie  snl^ect  ta  the  opemtioD  of  the  law  of  eoo- 
ocriptiOD,  why  were  they  not  pnt  in  the  ranka  at  the  time  of  the  first  and  seeond  callt  fbr 
oonscripta?  Again,  the  power  of  raising  troops  is  of  the  appendage  of  sovereigntjibnt 
the  right  of  conscripting  soldiers,  that  is,  of  declaring  that  a  certain  class  at  citims  uc 
soldiers,  and  of  farcing  them  in  the  military  service  of  the  country,  belonn,  "  piir  n- 
cellence,"  to  tbe  sovereign  power  of  the  conntry.  and  by  its  natare  ia  one  m  those  lighn 
which  cannot  be  exercised  except  on  those  who  owe  allegiance  to  thisooantrj.  In  tnst- 
ing  of  mercenary  trotqw,  Vattcl  (book  3,  sec.  14,]  says:  A  aorereign  has  no  r^^t  to  com- 
pel foreigaera;  be  moat  not  even  employ  stxatagem  or  artifice  in  order  to  induce  them  to 
engage  in  a  contract,  which,  like  all  others,  slionld  be  founded  in  good  fiuth.  This  ooDit 
is  of  opinion  that  the  plaintiSii  ongbt  not  to  have  been  conacripted,  and  that  they  cu- 
not  be  held  legally  in  the  military  service  of  the  Confederate  States  it  ia  therefore  or- 
dered, adjudged,  and  decreed,  that  Jnlee  Perrodin,  Edmond  Pascal  Haognel,  Jo«jh 
Camy,  and  Dominiqae  Gailhaa  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  reieaaed  and  diacba^^  aa  cdd- 
ecriptu  in  tbe  army  of  the  Confederate  States  of  America. 

Di>ne,  read,  and  signed  at  the  clerk's  office  in  the  town  .of  Opeloosas,  Uiis  Z7t^  day  of 
Jonnary,  annO  Domini  1864. 

C.  H.  MODTOS. 
Judge  Eighik  Jmlieial  Dutrirt,  Louitkm. 
Piled  January  27,  1664. 

A.  OABtUGDEZ,  Clent 
State  of  LoirieiANA, 

Pariah  of  Saint  Landry: 
I,  James  O.  Chacher£,  clerk  of  the  thirteenth  jndicial  district  court,  in  and  for  the 
State  and  pariah  above  writteo,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  within  and  fiuegoiug  it  s  tow 
and  correct  copy  from  tbe  original  on  file  and  of  record  in  my  <^oe. 

Witnett  my  hmdaeal  of  office,  atOpdonaas,  Ia.,  thia  9th  day  of  Hay,  A.  D.  1S8L 
[brai.]  JAMES  H.  CHACHEBE, 

Clerk  of  the  ThirUeiUk  DialriH  Omrt  •■  and  fir 

Saint  Landry  Ptrith  amd  State  af  Ltmma*. 
Statz  of  Louisiana, 

Pariti  of  Saint  Landrif; 
I,  George  W.  Hndspeth,  judge  thirteenth  jndicial  district  court  in  and  fbr  Saint  Jjmdij 
Parish,  State  of  Loaiaiana,  do  hereby  certily  that  James  O.  Chacheri  ia  clerk  of  tlu 
above  court,  and  his  sigoatore  to  the  above  certificate  is  true  and  geoaine. 
Witneaa  my  hand,  at  Opelonsae,  La.,  this  &th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1881. 

GEORGE  W.   HUDSPETH, 
Judge  Thirlemlh/adiciat  Diltrict  Onrt 
in  and  for  Saint  Landry  Pariah,  LouiiiaM. 
State  or  Louisiaka, 

Parish  of  Saint  Landry: 
I,  James  O.  Chacber^,  derk  of  tbe  thirteenth  judicial  district  conrt  in  and  for  Sunt 
Landry  Pariah,  State  of  Louisiana,  do  hereby  certify  that  George  W.  Hndspeth  is  jndgt 
of  the  above  oonrt,  and  his  ngnatnre  to  the  above  certificate  ia  genuine. 
Witness  my  hand  and  seal  of  office  this  9th  day  of  Hay,  A.  D.  1881- 
[8KAL.]  JAMES  O.  CUACHERE, 

Cterk  of  thr  Thirteenth  Jvdidal  DiMriel  Owrt 
in  and  for  Saint  Landry  Pari*h,  Louitiana. 

On  tbe  13th  day  of  September,  1862,  I  bought  twenty  bales  of  mtton  in  seed  fiw 
Thiliamar  Ouidry,  for  which  I  paid  him  on  same  day,  and  on  the  lltb  day  of  Harck. 
1893,  said  Thilismar  Guidiy  aold  me  18,000  pounds  of  ontton  in  the  seed,  fbr  whid  I 
paid  hiro  the  same  day  or  shortly  afterward. 

I  left  asid  cotton  on  mid  Gnidry's  plantation,  in  h(a  custody,  but  sat^ect  to  mj  or- 
ders. '  The  two  lots  of  cotton  above  stated  composed  item  3  mentioned  in  my  me- 

Thb  cotton  remained  on  said  plantation  nntil  it  was  taken  by  the  Federal  tnofia  tf 
stated  to  me  by  witness  Conatance  Gnidiy.  Out  of  said  two  lots  of  oatton,  I  only  rMo>- 
ered  12  bales,  and  the  balance  was  taken,  as  stated  by  a^d  witness  Constance  Ooidij. 
Out  of  tbe  lotof  cotton  uow  claimed  by  me  werathelSbales  which  I  alMndoned  in  atit 
entitled  Jnlee  Perrodin  tia.  The  United  States,  in  the  United  States  ConrtofOainis,  So. 
3646,  aa  per  judgment  of  said  court. 

On  the  32d'day  of  February,  1862,  Paul  Hebert  sold  me  4  bales  nC  ootton,  wtigMag 
1,790  pottnds  in  the  aggregate,  fbr  which  I  paid  him  on  the  IStli  day  of  Uarch,  Itltl 
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Said  cottoQ  was  left  in  the  custody  of  Hyppollte  A.  Qaidr;,  »t  bis,  said  Gnidry'H  gin* 
boQBe.  Baid4bale8ofoDtti)a,  th as  told  to  me  b^  Paul  Hebeit,  bb  a/oreaaid,  were  taken 
Ihini  tbe  gin-bonee  of  said  Hyppolite  A.  Gaidry,  aa  stated  to  the  witDe«8  Alexis  Gaidry, 
and  are  a  portioD  of  item  "  No.  1  "  of  my  memorial,  and  are  included  in  tbe  7  bales 
mentioned  in  tbe  United  States  Coart  of  Claims,  and  rejected  on  acconnt  of  being  heat' 
say  evidence,  as  is  evidenced  by  jndgment  No.  3546  of  said  Court  of  Claims;  and  on  tbo 
19th  November,  1861,  Mre.  Fiaber,  nee  Bondreatut,  Bold  nte  2  bales  of  cotton  weighiuz 
913  poands,  and  delivered  to  me  at  said  gin-bonse  of  Hyppolile  A.  Ouidry's,  wbiere  I 
left  the  same. 
I  paid  for  said  ratton. 

These  2  last  bales  with  1  bale  of  cotton  sold  to  me  by  V.  D.  Braanx,  and  4  bf^es  sold 
to  me  by  Pant  Hebert,  complete  item  No.  1  of  my  memorial,  and  laid  2  bales  of  cotton 
were  taken  by  Uie  Pedeial  troops,  asstatsd  in  the  testimony  of  Alexis  Oaidry  and  Ooe- 
zime  L.  Guidry,  and  was  also  rejected  by  said  Jndgment  No.  3546  of  the  United  SlaU» 
Conrt  of  Claims. 

In  the  month  of  April,  1862,  Louis  Malveaax  sold  me,  and  delivered  at  tbe  plantation 
oThis  mother,  Tbeotbiste  Esprit,  widow  of  Jean  Baptiale  Halveaox,  one  bale  of  cotton 
weighing  450  poaods. 
Thia  bale  of  ootton  was  ginned  at  the  gin<bonae  of  Hr.  fliadenzo. 
This  last  bale  of  cotton  was  taken,  aa  appears  by  tbe  testimony  of  Lonio  MalveatLX, 
same  time  in  the  year  1S63,  by  the  Fadei^  troops,  and  composes  item  No.  2  of  my  me- 
morial. 

On  tbe  24tb  of  April,  1862,  Valentine  D.  Breanz  sold  me  one  bale  of  cotton,  weighinR 
478  pounds,  and  delivered  the  same  to  the  ^-house  of  siud  Hypolite  A.  Gnidry,  whei« 
it  was  left  by  me,  and  aRerwards  token  by  the  Federal  troops,  as  appeals  by  testi- 
mony of  witnesses  relative  to  item  No.  1  of  my  memorial. 

In  the  month  of  December,  1863,  I  bought  of  OtTutt  Bros,  eight  hogsheads  of  sugar, 
weighing  in  the  aggr^ate  9,600  pounds.  I  paid  for  said  sngar  and  left  it  in  the  custody 
of  William  £.  Gibson,  who  had  charge  of  tLe  plantation  of  Oinitt  Bros.  This  sogar 
was  taken  by  the  Federal  troope  in  the  year  1864,  as  appears  by  the  testimony  Antoi- 
nette Thiebsnt,  widow  of  said  W.  K.  Gibson,  who  had  chai^  of  Mr. so^r. 

This  lot  of  sngar  forms  item  No.  4  of  my  memorial,  and  is  the  same  sngai  abandoned 
b;  me  in  suit  No.  ^46,  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims,  as  aforeaaid,  and  as  ap- 
pears by  judgment  rendered  in  said  suit. 

I  have  never  assigned  or  transferred  or  sold  this  claim,  nor  any  portion,  nor  any  in- 
terest therein,  to  any  one.  I  have  never  received  payment  for  this  claim,  or  any  portion 
thereof,  either  thiODgh  myself,  or  through  any  one  else  for  me.  All  thia  property,  as 
detailed,  was  taken  by  the  Federal  troops  onder  command  of  M^.  Gen.  Natb.  P.  Banka. 
And  all  this  property  claimed  by  me  form  the  part  of  my  demand  in  snit  No.  3540  of 
the  United  States  Coart  of  Claims  as  at6iesMd,bnt  not  allowed  in  the  judgment  leudered 
in  said  suit. 

There  may  be  a  difference  as  to  nnmber  in  the  demand  which  I  made  in  said  snit  No. 
3546,  which  I  filed  immediately,  during  tbe  war— that  is  in  1864;  and  after  a  careftil 
examination  of  my  books  and  papem,  and  my  business  in  geneml  at  that  period,  I  fonnct 
out  that  the  claim  then  set  forth  by  me  was  less  than  it  actoally  was. 

As  )>efore  slated  by  me,  in  my  testimony,  my  cotton  when  Uius  taken  was  worth  60 
cents  per  pound  on  Uie  market  in  New  Orleans,  and  my  sugar  was  worth  thim  20  ti> 
22  cents  in  current  money  of  the  United  States. 

Crass-examined  by  Lucius  F.  Suthon,  Esq.,  counsel  for  tbe  United  States  Govem- 
ment,  witneossays: 

Hy  parents,  that  is  my  mother  and  fbther,  were  French  subjects.  Since  I  have  dwelt 
in  this  conntry  I  have  revisited  Prance.  I  returned  to  Fiance  in  1850,  and  was  absent 
from  here  in  my  voywe  about  five  months  in  all.  I  bad  always  in  view  to  return  to 
France,  but  now  that  I  am  married  and  settled  in  this  country  I  think  no  more  abont  it. 
I  came  to  this  conntry  trom  France  in  the  month  of  October,  1839. 
I  came  from  New  Orleans  to  this  part  of  the  country  shortly  after  my  arrival. 
I  owned  two  slaves.     I  owned  these  two  slaves  in  1856. 

At  the  beginning  of  1862,  or  thereabout,  I  was  worth  fVom  eighteen  to  twenty  thoa- 
■Dddollaia. 

Dnring  tiie  late  civil  war  I  neither  gave  aid  or  comfort  to  the  enemies  of  the  United 
States. 

The  two  slaves  owned  by  me,  as  above  mentioned,  were  owned  until  their  emancipa- 
tion by  the  United  States  Government. 
Hy  visit  to  Fnuics,  as  above  mentioned,  was  only  to  see  my  relatives  and  my  country. 

JULES  PEimOMN. 


LAURENT  DUPRE, 
Notarji  PuHie  and  S^Metoi  Onnntnttf^o  [(; 
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Filed  June  7,  1681.  — IF.  F.  P.  i£  L.  L.,  Sea. 

JvLta  Pbbbodih     1 

w.  \  No.  90. 

Thb  Ukitkd  States,  j 

StipaUlioii. 

It  ia  hereby  atipnlated  that  «  certifled  oapj  of  the  evidcDce  taken  mod  filed  hy  the 
«lAiinaDt  or  hy  the  United  States  in  this  oue  in  the  Dniled  States  Conrt  of  CIhkk,  a  br  m 
It  relates  to  Uie  slienagB  and  neatrality  of  the  clainisnt,  may  be  used  iseTidaMeiii  the 
ftbore-eotitled  case  aovr  pending  before  this  oommiKioa,  ooDuael  for  the  United  Rtalei 
lenerving  the  right  to  take  advantage  of  any  objections  which  may  have  beta  mde  by 
the  cotuuel  for  the  United  States  before  the  Conrt  of  Clwms  who  appeared  at  the  aaa- 
inatioQ,  and  to  take  aneh  ftuUier  objectjou  ae  upon  examinatioa  of  the  eridoue  be  may 
deem  fit  and  proper. 

GEO.  S.  BODTWELL, 

OwMcZ/or  UU  Uaitti  SUet. 

WABBiNaTON,  JfnrcA  23,  1881. 

U.  S.  Conrt  of  Claims. — Decembei  Term,  1869. 

Jules  Pesbodih    ) 

M.  J- No.  3646. 

The  Umited  States.  J 

NODVELLE-OBLiAKS. 
No.  3079.     Oertifioat  de  itafiimaliU. 

Nona.  Chs.  Fanconoet,  cberalier  de  la  legion  d'honnenr,  geiant  dn  oonsola  de  Fnntt 
&  la  No'velle-Orl^ana,  nne  certiflons  que  Honsienr  Peirodin  (Joles),  residant  ani  Opt- 
lonaa,  pwe.  Saint  Landiy,  oA  il  eierce  la  protesrion  de  ntarchand  est  o6  A  d'Epy,  Tkitii 
Department  due  Jura  (fVance),  le  27  fevrierj  1820. 

Atteatons  en  outre  que,  snr  aoa  affinnation  de  n'BToir  jomau  perdn  sa  natiaDilil^ 
(rancaise  par  natnraliaation  on  antrea  sctcs  de  citoyennetlS  am^caine.  le  dit  aJeni  Pb- 
todin  &  ^t^  inacrit  comme  francaia  anr  le  r^istre  matricnle  term  an  la  cllaDoellieR  dl 
oe  coDflutat  le  4  jnin,  1863  (mil  hnit  censoixante  troie). 

En  foi  de  qnoi  nons  Ini  avons  delivr^  le  pr^aent  certificat  ponr  sorir  et  Tilolrnqiw 
de  droit 

A  la  Nonvelle-Orl^ans,  5  mars,  1B64. 

Qnatre  signature  dn  portenr. 


Le  giraot  dn  consnlat 

[seal.] 

Alt.  48  dn  tarif.     No.  d'ordie,  525.     Solvit  o' 


Exhibit  B. 

[Smotal  Otden  No. !».] 


TIT.  Private  Jnles  Perrodin,  C!o.  — ,  Twenty-eighth  Lonisiana  Kegimoit,  ii  di»- 
charged  the  service  of  the  ConfedentA  States,  in  accordance  with  the  judgment  of  Ibe 
district  conrt  of  the  pfuisb  of  Saint  Landry. 


By  command  of  General  K.  Kirby  Smith. 


P.  J.  Pebbodin. 


Tme  extracts  from  the  printed  record  at  the  same  appeared  to  the  jodgts  wbeo  lie 
case  came  on  to  trial  before  the  Court  of  Claims,  February  18, 1873. 
Test  this  7tb  day  of  June,  1881. 
[SBAi..]  JOHN  RANDOLPH, 

Amitlatil  CUrk  Qmrl  a/  OaiMi 
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DEPOSITIONS  OF  M.  KENISON  AND  A.  TEETRON. 

Filtd  Juty  B,  1681.— IT.  F.  P.  A  L.  L.,  See*. 

JrLES  Pebbodik     \ 

f).  tNo.  90. 

Thk  TJkitkd  States.  J 

To  John  L.  Labesche,  Esq., 

A'ew  Orfeaiu,  La.; 
Sib:  Yoa  toe  hereby  authorized  to  act  aa  b  commiasioner  in  theabove-eotitled  case  at 
NevF  Orleana,  La.,  and  as  such  to  there  take  tha  teatimoDy  of  sach  witneaaes  as  may  be 
prodaced  before  yoa  by  either  party.  In  fafllling  this  dnty  yon  will  be  gaidcd  by  the 
roles  of  thu  oom mission,  particniarly  Ralea  XIV  and  XV,  and  jou  will  retoro  the 
testimony  taken  herein  to  the  secretaries  of  this  commiaBion,  with  this  aathority  at- 
tached as  the  Bist  sheet  thereof,  A  copy  of  the  notice  required  by  Kale  XIV  and  a  copy 
of  Rules  XTV  and  XV  are  herewith  inclosed.  Should  the  defendant  Dot  appear  at  the 
examination  you  will  ascertain  from  the  iucloaed  copy  of  noticewhether notice  has  been 
accepted;  if  it  has,  yoa  may  proceed  with  theexamioation;  ifithasnot,  youwilladjoum 
tbe  examinatioD,  and  report  that  fact,  with  the  reason,  to  thta  commissioii. 
We  are,  sir,  your  obedient  serrantii, 

WASH'N  P.  PEDDRICK, 
L.  LAUQEL, 

Secrdariai, 
Washikgton,  D.  C,  Mas  12,  1B81. 

It  is  agreed  that  John  L.  Laresche,  esq.,  be  authorized  to  take  the  t«stiaiony  of  wit- 
neaaea  in  the  aboTO-eutiUed  case  at  New  Orleans,  Ia.,  to  be  used  before  this  conuniauon. 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
Jsiufani  Onmad  im  Oe  part  of  the  United  Stata. 
PAUL  DEJARDIN, 
Agent  on  the  part  qf  fVanoe. 
WABHiKQToit,  D.  C,  Jfnjr  12,  1881. 

JDLBS  PKXBODIN       ) 

OS.  y  No.  90. 

Ths  UsmD  Statk.  J 

Washinotoit,  May  9, 1881. 
Pleaae  take  notice  that  on  the  31tt  day  of  Hay,  IS81,  t«etimoiiy  will  be  taken  on  be- 
bair  of  tbe  United  States  before  John  L.  lAieedie.  esq. ,  at  his  office  in  the  city  of  New 
Orleans,  State  of  Loaiujuia,  at  10  o'clock  0.  m.,  and  continued  fh>m  day  to  day,  to  show 
the  value  of  the  property  fdleged  to  have  been  appropriated  or  destroyed.  . 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWELL, 
AgvUmtd  Oaitiueloit  the  part  qfiie  United  State*. 
To  Hr.  Paul  Dkjabdtm,  AgaU. 

Notdoe  accepted. 
May  10,  1881. 

JULKH  PERBODIIT        1 

ta.  ^No.  90. 

Thb  United  States.  J 

Depositions  of  witneesea  taken  and  subscribed  before  me,  John  Lareache,  apecial  com- 
ini«ioneT,  in  the  days  and  dates  hereinailer  set  forth  and  expressed,  at  my  office,  No. 
24  Exchange  Place,  comer  of  Cnstom-hoase  street,  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  State  of 
Loaisiana,  and  to  be  read  as  evidence  in  the  above-entitled  aud  nambered  cause,  said 
witoeiMes  ksown  to  me  to  be  of  lawful  age,  being  to  me  at  tbe  time  and  place  aforeaaid 
prodnced,  and  being  dniy  awom  according  to  law  to  testify  to  the  truth,  tbe  whole  tmth, 
and  DOthing  bnt  the  truth  in  regard  to  the  matters  in  controversy  in  the  claim  aforo- 
aald,  did  then  and  there,  on  their  oaths  aforesaid,  depose  and  say  aa  follows,  to  wit. 
JNO.  L.  LARESCHE, 
"    iM» 
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JuxsB  Pebbodik     I 

Di.  \  So.  90. 

Thk  Ukited  Statkb.  ) 

Nkw  Oblkaks,  Maj  31,  1B81— 10  o'clock  i.  m. 
Od  behalTof  the  United  BtatcB  F.  F.  Perrodin,  esq.,  counsel  on  behalf  of  the  eUnut, 
and  W,  O.  Denegre,  esq.,  niecial  counsel  on  behalf  af  the  United  States. 

Bj  agreement  oT  coonsel  tbis  case  ia  ooDtinoed  antil  to-momiw,  Jnne  1, 1981,  at  10 
o'clock  B.  m. 

JSO.  L.  LABESCHE, 


New  Orlraits,  /iiael,  1881— 10o'dodit.in. 

Piewnt:  F.  F.  Perrodin,  eeq.,  coanael  on  behalf  of  the  dainuuit,  and  W.  0.  Descgtt; 
«aq.,  oonoael  on  behalf  of  the  United  States. 

CapL  H.  KERmBos,  wibieaa  on  behalf  of  the  TTnitsd  States,  bong  duly  awotn  Mcsii- 
ing  to  law,  depoaee  and  mts  aa  follows,  to  wit: 

I  am  fbr^-nine  yean  of  age;  I  am  a  ateamboatman.  I  haye  trmm  iitf  rnhnatJig  f* 
thirty-two  yean. 

Question.  Were  you  immediately  after  the  war  enpiged  in  stcamboating  lietswi 
New  Orleans,  Wastungton,  La.,  and  all  tlie  oUux  places  boideiing  on  tlie  Cositdilaa 
BayoQ?— Answer.  I  SDiqiase  I  was. 

Q.  To  what  landing  wonld  cotton  in  the  udghborhood  of  Opelonsas  as  Onnd  Cotcsa 
be  taken  for  sbipmentf— A.  To  Washington,  La.,  M>d  Fort  Barre  on  the  Cortabkai 

Q.  Chn  yon  tell  DB  bow  early  after  the  dose  of  the  war  naTiptivwaa  (VcnedtaWiA- 
ington  and  Port  Barre? — A.  unmediately. 

Q.  Can  yon  tell  ns  what  was  the  price  of  bsnqiortatiiHi  of  oottmi  per  bale  fima  thai 
points  to  New  Orleans  immediately  after  the  war  and  ahor^afteiT — A.  FitvdiQan 
per  bole. 

Cio»  examined  by  F.  F.  Pekbodik,  fbr  claimant: 

It  was  the  same  price  fiom  all  the  punta  on  tbe  bayon.  lUs  tariff  lasted  mHH  the 
middle  of  Beptamber,  laSfi,  when  it  was  rednoedto93.60  per  bale. 

H.  KENISON. 

Jmo.  L.  Lakescbk,  Ommimoner. 

A.  Tebtrok,  witness  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  being  duly  aw<Hn,  acomliiigto 
law,  deposea  and  says,  as  follows; 

I  am  Sfty-seren  years  of  age;  I  am  a  merchant,  cotton  and  snnr  factor  in  New  Oc- 
leaiia  since  1861;  I  have  bad  bnsineas  relation  with  the  whole  of  ^eTecbeoonntiy,  sod 
have  received  cotton  and  sngar  from  the  TaiiouBpariahestharmn;  also  the  parish  of  Stint 
Landry. 

Cotton  fioui  B^nt  Landry  and  adjoining  parishes  will  aven^  low  middling. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  tbe  difrsrence  in  prioe  per  ponnd  between  cotton  i  liimiiil  ns  middling 
sndcottoncIaBsrdaBlowmiddling? — A.  Theaverageisabont  jcperponnd;  lauspetk- 
ing  of  an  average  of  a  whole  year. 

Q.  What  was  abont  the  nsnal  avemge  weight  of  cotton  before  the  war  and  dnringlhe 
jesia  1661  and  186^  ?~A.  Fonr  hnDdi«d  and  fifty  ponnds  per  bale;  and  that  is  tbe bHt 
of  the  cotton  tiansoctioiia  by  the  cotton  exchange. 

<j.  What  was  the  price  of  the  transportation  of  sugar  fhrm  Washington,  Ia.,  and  Port 
Bane  to  New  Orleans  shortly  after  the  war? — A.  It  was  ten  to  twelve  doUats  par  hsp- 
head. 

CrosB-eiamined  by  F.  F.  PXSBODIN,  esq.,  on  behalf  of  claimant: 

Since  the  banning  of  1861 1  have  been  selling  and  '■"^""g  cottrnt  for  Hr.  Penodio, 
and  all  cotton  shipped  by  Mr.  Perrodin. 

A.  TEBTBOX. 

JlfO.  L.  Labebchb,  OniMiiMioiMr. 

Dkitkd  States  or  Axebtca, 

Sale  of  Lotutiana,  paruh  o/  Orltaat,  dtjf  of  Sen  Orteant  ; 

I,  John  L.  lareache,  special  commissioner  in  and  for  the  parish  of  Orlcana,  dobenty 

certi^  and  make  known  that  the  foregoing  depositions  of  U.  Kentaon  and  A.  TMno 

were  taken  before  me  on  Che  Ist  day  or  Jnne,  A.  D.  1881,  at  the  tlma  and  plaeeiatbt 

caption  hereinabove  mentioned;  that  the  examinations,  responses,  and  statements  of  Mch 
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of  said  deponenta  were  reduced  to  writiiiB  in  my  pioMDce,  and  by  aaid  deponenta  respect- 
ively sworn  to  and  sabscribed  at  the  end  of  each  and  every  page  at  the  ticoe  and  place 
aToresaid. 

la  testimony  nheiMf  I  do  berennto  sign  these  preaenls  at  the  city  of  Sew  Odeana, 
I^,  this  25tJi  dfty  of  Jane,  A.  D.  1881. 

JNO.  L.  LARESCnE, 

Conminioner, 

DEPOaiTIONS. 
FOedAus.  10,  1881.— IT.  F.  F.  A L.  L.,  Sect. 

JULEB  PI3BODIN      ) 

M.  {-No.  9a 

Thb  TTnttbd  Statkb.  } 

To  Lattrknt  DufbA,  Esq., 

Opefowaaj,  La.: 
Sib:  Yon  are  hereby  aathorized  to  act  as  a  commisuoner  In  tbe  above-entitled  ease  at 
Opelonsaa,  La. ,  and  as  such  to  there  take  the  testiinony  of  sach  vritnessee  as  may  be  pro- 
duced before  yon  by  either  party.  In  ftilfllUng  thia  doty  yon  will  be  guided  by  the 
rales  of  IhlscoutminiDn,  particnJarly  KnleaXIvand  XV,  and  yon  will  retnm  the  testi- 
mony taken  herein  to  the  secretariM  of  this  commiaaion,  with  this  anthorJty  attached 
as  the  flnt  sheet  thereof.  A  copy  of  the  notice  required  by  Enle  XIV,  and  a  copy  of 
Rules  XXV  and  XV,  are  herewith  inclosed.  Should  tbe  defendant  not  appear  at  the 
exam  ination,  yon  will  ascertain  from  tbe  inclosed  copy  of  notice  whether  notice  has  been 
accepted;  if  it  has,  yon  may  proceed  with  tbe  examination;  if  it  has  not,  you  will  ad- 
journ the  examination,  and  report  that  bet,  with  the  reason,  to  the  oommlssion. 
We  are,  sir,  yoor  obedient  servants, 

W.  P.  PEDDEICE, 
L.  LAUGEL, 

jSecrefttriM. 
Wabhimotok,  D.  C,  July  8,  IBSl. 

e  authorized  to  lake  tbe  testimony  of  wit- 
oa,  La.  ,  to  be  used  before  this  comudsion. '' 
JOHN  DAVIS, 

AmittoM  Cotmtd  on  Vie  part  of . 

CHAS.  A.  DK  CHAMBEUN, 
GmimcI  m  the  part  of  FrauOt  BepttUie. 


Ino.  9 


Wasbimgton,  D.  C,  Jitly  8,  1 

JuLsa  Pebbodik 

Thx  DNmD  States.  J 

WASHniaTON  F.  Peddice,  Esq., 

Sib:  Please  infbrm  the  United  States  agent  that  on  the  2eth  day  of  July,  1S3I,  at  13 
n.,  or  any  other  day  which  may  be  agreed  apon  by  GOnnsel,  before  lanrent  Dupi4,  a 
special  commissioner  of  this  honorable  commission,  at  bis  office  in  Opelousas,  La.,  we 
will  proceed  ia  lake  testimony  in  the  above-entitled  case  oa  questions  of  neutrality, 
alienage,  ownership,  and  seizure  of  the  property  of  the  memorulist  and  continue  the 
eiamWtian  of  wibiaseH  in  this  case  ftom  day  to  day  until  the  testimony  is  complete. 
GKIMADD  I>B  CAUX, 

Age»t  ad  iiderim. 
Accepted. 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
Auitlaid  OniNMt  of  the  United  ^ala. 
Jolt  8, 1881. 
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United  StAtas  of  America,  State  of  Loaisiaiu,  parish  of  Saint  iMnitj. 

Jules  Pebbodik    ) 

Of.  [tHo.  90. 

The  Unitbd  SfATsa.  J 

Be  it  known,  that  I,Lanreat  Dnpr6,  nndenigDed.  Qotarj  public  for  Saint  l^aizjPu- 
iah,  XA)aisiana,  and  appointed  by  tbe  honorablo  Frenclt  and  American  Cluntf  Conuni*- 
ffion  as  Bpe(^iat  (wmmissioner  for  the  taking  of  testimony  in  the  above- entitled  earn,  pro- 
ceeded on  tbe  -28th  daj-  of  Jnlj,  A.  D.  ISSC,  at  ni;  omce  in  OpeloiuaB,  La.,  State  ud 
parish  above  written,  to  perform  the  duties  aaaigned  to  me. 

E.  T.  Lewin,  esq.,  appeared  aa  connsel  for  the  United  States  GoTemment,  lod  Pfrreit 
F.  Perrodin.  eaq.,  appeared  oa  connsel  for  claimant. 

On  said  day  I  proceeded  to  examine  the  foil  owing- named  witnesses,  to  wit:  Aa(;iutin 
Somingue  and  Mre.  Constance  Ouidry,  widow  of  Thelismar  Gaidry,  deceased,  being  bMb 
called  on  behalf  of  claimiint;  and  ontba29tb  dayof  Jnly,  A.  D.  188L  (by  special  conmit 
and  agreement  of  the  above-named  conn.<tel  for  the  United  States  and  for  claimant). ! 
proceeded  to  the  town  of  Washington,  La.,  in  said  parish  and  Btat«,  and  there  proceedtd 
to  examine  tbe  following  witnesHes,  to  wit:  Otis  Lnnt  and  Mm.  Antoinette  Thiebnal, 
widow  of  W.  A.  Gibson,  deceased,  being  also  called  by  claimant. 

I  fnrtber  certify  that  before  proceeding  to  their  examination  as  aforesaid,  each  of  the 
aboTe-uamed  nitneeses  was  d  uly  sworn ;  that  in  the  examination  of  each  of  said  witne»« 
the  answers  were  taken  down  in  his  or  her  presence;  that  the  same  was  then  read  oitr 
to  and  was  signed  or  subscribed  by  each  of  said  witnencs  respectively. 

In  fattfa  whereon  have  berennto  signed  my  name  and  aCQxed  myoffldal  seal  this  S9th 
day  of  Jnly,  A.  D.  1881. 

[SKAI,]  LAUREKT  DUPKl^ 

Ublarf  Piiblic  and  ^psnol  OammimiviuT. 

Jules  Ptati<ODi»    ) 

tn.  }-No.  90. 

The  Ukited  States.  ) 

Teatlmony  of  Auoubtiit  Dohinqitk,  taken  at  Opelonsas,  La.,  Jnly^S,  1A81,  in  behilf 
of  claimaDt. 

Witness  being  duly  awoni,  and  being  examined  by  F6rrial  F.  PanDdin,  Mq.,  codimI 
fbr  claimant,  aayi: 

Hy  name  is  Aogoatin  Dominqne;  I  live  on  tbe  dividing  tine  between  this  pariah  ud 
Fal^yette;  I  always  lived  in  tjiat  nrighborhood;  I  am  uty-seveayeanof  age)  Iimi 
planter  by  oconp«tion. 

I  am  not  related  to  claimant.  I  have  no  inteiest,  direct  or  Indirect,  in  (he  claim, 
whidi  is  the  sntgect-matter  of  inqniry. 

Dnringand  b^re  the  war  I  was  a  slave,  and  belMigedtoTheliamarGaidiy.  Dtiof 
the  absence  of  said  Onidry  daring  the  war  I  was  his  head  man  or  managw,  and  hid 
charge  of  his  pIant»tion.  Mrs.  ConstuioeGoidry,  wife  of  said  TfaeIiBmarOnidiy,nBded 
on  said  plantation  dnring  the  war.  I  reoollect  when  tbebatUeof  Bayon  BoDrimuwu 
fbnght.  I  was  then  on  Mrs.  Thelismar  Gnidry's  plantation.  At  said  time  Uiere  vw 
same  cotton  on  said  plantation  of  Thelismar  Gnidry 'a  There  were  some  ftHty-fiveWa 
of  cotton,  or  perhaps  more.  This  cotton  was  nn^ned  and  in  tbe  seed.  It  waa  cnstOD. 
ary  on  said  plantation  to  weigh  the  cotton  as  it  was  picked.  This  was  done  twice* 
day — at  noon  and  atnight. 

At  the  time  of  the  battle  of  Bayon  Boarbenx  the  Pedetal  anny  waa  ■■»mp«d  qd  lit 
plantation  of  said  Thelismar  Onidry.  After  said  battle  tbe  Pedenls  tntN^^t  towd 
plantation  their  wounded,  their  dying,  and  their  dead- 

At  that  time  I  delivered  the  keysof  the  ont-honses  to  Mia.  Onidry.  Tbe  FadenI  oA- 
ceis  were  camped  near  the  house  of  Mrs.  Gnldry,  and  some  oooapled  pcwtttma  of  bff 

Tbe  Federals  took  tbe  cotton  on  said  plantation  to  make  mattreaaM  and  beds  ftetkoi 
sick  and  wonnded,  which  were  very  namerons,  and  what  was  not  nsed  by  Uiam  cnwd 
plantation  wm  packed  in  wagons  and  carried  over  Bayon  Carencro  to  another  Pedtnl 

There  were  some  Federal  olBoeis  present  when  said  cotton  was  taken  la  afcreasid. 
Said  offlcwa  stated  that  they  were  foioed  to  take  thla  cotton  to  aae  it  for  tlw  pupi" 
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tioned  there.    I  was  then  BtaTJng  in  Hrs.  Ouidiy's  htnue.    0«iienl  Grover,  of  tha 
Federal  mnnj,  had  his  tent  in  the  y&rd.  near  the  steps  of  the  dwelling- hooae. 

I  was  on  said  plantatioD  of  Mis.  Gnidrj's  ontinuoaslj  from  the  time  the  Fedeisl 


Croas-examioed  by  E.  T.  hswia,  Esq.,  of  conosel  for  the  United  States,  says: 

The  cotton  above  mentioned,  wbidi  was  osed  and  taken  by  the  Federals,  aa  above 
stated  b;  me,  waa  all  grown  and  raised  on  the  plantation  of  my  master,  Theliamar 
Gnidry.     This  cotton  was  the  crop  of  one  year,  which  bad  been  galhered. 

It  was  grown  tbe  year  it  was  so  taken.  There  were  eleven  grown  working  hands  on 
said  plantation  the  year  said  cotton  was  grown. 

i^  The  year  said  ootton  was  laised  we  cnllivated  Sfty-flve  arpents  in  cotton,  at  least — 
perhaps  more. 

The  yeux  that  the  cotton  was  taken  by  the  Fedeiala,  hb  aforesaid,  they  invaded  thia 
section  of  the  country  twice. 

Only  two  women  of  tbe  slaves  on  said  plantation  followed  the  Federal  army  and  left 
said  plantation  when  the  Federals  flrat  invaded  thisseclion  of  the  oooutry.  There  were 
eleven  cotton  pickets  on  the  plantation  when  said  cotton  was  gathered. 

I  don't  recollect  precisely,  bnt  the  avenige  picking  per  day  waa  from  Qitaen  to  T'''''""^ 
faondred  pounds  per  day. 

I  mean  by  this,  when  all  the  hands  were  picking  and  the  ootton  was  white. 

That  year  the  picking  of  cotton  began  in  the  month  of  July.  The  cotton  vras  put  in 
the  cotton-house  as  it  was  gathered. 

The  year  said  cotton  was  taken  by  the  Federals  we  had  not  begnn  to  gin  it.  Then 
was  no  gin-hoose  on  said  plantation,  and  we  were  in  the  habit  of  ginning  on  the  neigh- 
boring plantation— that  of  Mr.  Joaeph  Onidiy.  The  cotton  taken  by  the  Federals  waa 
the  entire  crop  of  that  year. 

Of  the  two  women  that  went  off  in  the  spring,  one  was  an  old  one  who  waa  exempt 
from  work,  and  the  other  her  daoghter,  a  working  liand,  who  followed  her.  In  t£e 
eleven  hands  compriainK  the  cotton  pickers,  as  stat^  by  me,  the  daughter  was  inclnded, 
but  not  the  mother.  I  know  that  there  were  forty-five  bales  of  cotton  or  mov  on  said 
pWitation  at  said  time  btKBOBe  of  the  size  of  the.bnildings  containing  said  ootton,  in 
which  baildinp  the  crop  of  cotton. of  the  previons  year,  which  was  a  larger  crop,  had 
been  stored. 

The  ootton  of  the  previona  year  had  l>een  ginned  and  baled  at  Joseph  Ooidry's,  near 
hy,  and  had  been  diapoaed  of 


WitnessbelngdntyswoTnandbeingexaminedbyFKBRi&I.P.  Pebbodiit,  £M).,aoiiii- 
ael  for  claimant,  says: 

My  name  is  Constance  Qnidry.  I  am  the  widow  of  Thellsmar  Gntdry,  and  am  the 
same  witnens  who  testified  before  the  present  commission  in  this  case  last  April.  As 
stated  by  me  in  my  testimony  taken  in  this  case  in  the  month  of  April  last,  tyefore  the 
preaent  commissioner,  the  Federal  army  in  the  year  1963  was  camped  on  my  plantation. 
This  was  in  the  fall  of  that  year.  Among  the  ofBcera  of  the  Federal  army  who  ware 
present,  I  remember  distinctly  the  following:  General  Franklin,  who  was  the  command- 
ing  officer;  and  I  also  knew  Generals  Wietzel,  Orover,  and  McOinnis,  the  latter  having 
his  headquarters  in  my  house;  and  General  Orover  had  hiacamp  or  tent  near  [the]  steps 
of  my  dining-room. 

I  knew  Generals  McGinnis  and  Grover  very  well,  having  conversed  with  them  at  dif 
feient  times.  General  Grover  was  one  of  the  officers  to  whom  I  staled  that  the  cotton 
mentioned  in  my  previons  testimony  as  aforesaid  was  claimant's,  bnt  Lieutenant  Pol- 
lard seemed  to  be  in  command  of  the  forces  taking  the  cotton  or  managing  the  taking  ol 
the  same. 

When  I  said  in  my  testimony  taken  last  April  as  aforesaid  that  "  I  supposed  that  It 
was  used  as  above  stated  hy  me  for  the  wonnded. "  I  know  that  said  cotton  was  thus  taken 
and  cniried  away  and  used  for  said  pnipoee,  becaose  it  was  so  ordered  by  the  command- 
ing officera. 

H.  Ex.  236 32  ,,.„,GoOglc 
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At  th»t  time  mi  for  Un  jokb  preriooa  thereto  Angiutiii  Dominqoe,  wlio  tM^icd  in 
thifl  case  to-ds;,  waa  s  slave  of  mj  husband's,  fie  wm  the  head  nkn  on  myhndmd'i 
plantation,  ho&  dnring  mj  hnaband's  BtnencG  dnringtbewai  be  wm  Hie  msu^B-of  th> 
coltiTation  of  onr  plantation.  He  wm  oar  confidential  slave,  and  daring  the  oecnpMier 
of  onr  premisea  by  the  Pedeiala  he  occapied  a  room  in  onr  house  adjoining  m;  own. 

Croes-ezamined  by  E.  T.  Lewis,  Esq.,  oonitBel  for  the  United  HtataQoranoMnt: 

IlieyeaT  previons  to  the  taking  of  said  oottonwemadelWimSOtoSObalesanaarpliii- 
tatlon.     The  crop  of  the  year  1863  had  been  ginned,  baled,  and  sold  la  diifment  parties. 

I  have  neverpTtservedtheweightof  Mid  cotton,  althragh  it  was  idwi^weigM'lMn 
gathered,  at  noon  and  at  night.  lestinuitetheootton  tohenhytheFedeiabanmfplu- 
tatdon  in  the  year  1863  tiom  the  folloving  facta: 

P^Tst.  We  were  in  the  habit  of  making  for  a  sericB  of  years  from  forty-five  to  nitj 
bales  of  cotton.  Secondly.  By  the  dimension  of  the  houses  in  whii^  the  cotton  w» 
stored.  Thirdly.  The  tcrop  'of  that  year  wm  m  good  m  nsnal.  Fonrthly.  Tbe  waul 
nnmber  of  bands  cnltivated  and  raieed  said  cotton.  Fifthly.  The  honaea  in  whidi  the 
cotton  was  atored.  Sixthly.  And  bom  the  habit  of  daily  wei|piing  the  cotton  sa  it  «m 
picked. 

00N8TANCE  ODIDRY. 

[WtAL] 


WitseM  being  dnly  sworn,  and  being  inteiragatad  by  Febbeal  F.  Pebboium,  E^., 
oonnsel  for  claimant,  says; 

Hy  name  is  Otis  Lnnt  I  ant  twenty-eight  years  of  age.  I  am  living  in  the  pafiik  rf 
Saint  landry,  where  I  was  bom  and  ln«d. 

I  live  in  the  town  of  WMhiUKton,  in  sud  parish.  I  am  a  laborer  by  oaeapatbaL  1 
am  not  related  to  claimant.  I  nave  no  iatereet,  direct  or  indirect,  in  Uie  reMlt  of  Ite 
claim  which  isthembieet-niatter  of  inquiry. 

Dniing  the  late  civil  war  I  lived  in  this  parish. 

When  the  Federal  troops  camped  in  and  around  the  town  of  Wadiingtam,  in  theytsr 
1864,  I  waa  in  said  town.  I  frequently,  and  almoet  every  day,  visited  tSe  Federal  esnp 
at  that  time.  My  pnrpoae  in  visiting  said  eompa  wm  to  sell  milk  and  butter.  I  kant 
someof  the  Federal  offlceis,  whoM  camps  Ivitdted  as  afiMeaaid,  viz:  Q^pi.  Alezanderiad 
Lieut.  Pompano.  Their  camps  were  at  the  aagar-mill  of  Offht  BroUieia,  near  the  ton 
of  WaahingtoD.     At  that  time  I  went  into  the  sugar-mill  of  said  Offiitt  Brotbeia. 

I  often  went  into  said  sugor-hoose  of  Offtatt  Biotbeis  in  company  wiUi  IJeatnaat 
Pmnpono  uid  Federal  soldiers. 

There  was  at  that  time  some  ao^r  in  said  sugar-house.  Some  of  tliia  au^u  mt  ia 
bngfihnndn  and  some  was  in  vats.  There  were  several  hagfAieada  of  so^r,  butlcas't 
state  the  nnmber. 

I  Mw  some  Federal  soldiers  eating  said  su^r  and  carrying  it  away  in  bndnti  wd  Id 
tbeir  haversacks. 
-  Thia  eo^r  wm  thus  token  by  the  soldiera  in  presence  of  Lieutenant  Pompana. 

I  never  obaerred  thatLienl«nantPo^ianD  or  anyother  officers  prev^tedwdHddie* 
ftom  taking  ttda  sngu  as  aforestud.    Ttie  soldiers  wonld  help  themaelvea  to  this  (ogir 


and  would  go  aw^  in  the  preaence  of  the  officen  oniuoleated. 
-  -     ■■•  MW  whether  this  —   "   —   ■■-  ■  •        ■■ 

^d  sngar-house  after 

into  aaio  eopr-honse  in  squads  of  five  to  ten  and  helped  theniselvea  to  this 


I  (hm'tknowwhetherthtsannrwasall  taken  away  by  said  soldiera,  u  Im 
~      ■■  ly  left;  bi ' 


-house  after  they  left;  but  I  know  that  aaid  soldieie  were  oontinnally  goiii 

.  ipr-honse  in  squads  of  five  to  ten  and  helped  theniselvea  to  t*-' 

Aa  well  as  I  can  recollect  said  soldiera  remained  there  two  or  three  w 
CMMB-ezamined  by  K  T.  Lewib,  of  oounsel  for  the  United  States: 

I  don't  recollect  bow  <M  I  wm  at  that  time,  bnt  I  know  I  wm  a  good  amart  boy. 

X  think  the  Federal  camp  at  said  sngar-house  consisted  of  afaont  one  hnadred  vi 
twenty  men.     Bevdea  this  eamp  there  was  another  one  in  the  tovrn  of  Waihingtm,  Ia 

I  don't  know  who  luid  charge  of  the  Offntt  Brothers  plantation  whve  aud  tapt- 
bonse  was,  bnt  I  often  saw  Mrs.  Gibson  at  the  bouse. 

I  did  not  notice  whether  the  Federal  soldiers  wasted  the  sugar  that  tbey  took  as  sts*- 
eiiA.    I  ftequently  assisted  them  in  making  candy  with  s^  sugar  at  Utdr  tmf. 

I  was  not  at  their  camp  the  day  on  which  they  left,  and  I  dcm't  kiMnr  whether  tbcf 
took  any  of  it  away  irith  them. 

I  WM  at  camp  nearly  every  day  while  they  remained  tbers. 
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LAURENT  DDPE6. 
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Witneos  beiag  awoni,  And  being  interrogated  by  Pkbb^l  F.  Pbbroddi,  Esq.,  of 
connsal  for  claimant,  wlbieK  nyB ; 

I  am  Uie  Bome  Antoinette  Thiebant,  widow  of  W.  A.  Qibaon,  who  testifled  in  this  oaee 
before  the  pteaent  oommiasiaiier  last  April. 

When  I  stated  in  107  testimon;  in  cluef  intliiBcaHe  last  April,  that  "ail  thesasjM'  in 
■aid  snetf-honM  was  taken  aw^r,  I  knew  it  to  be  a  &ct,  becaose  Immediately  on  the  de- 
paituAof  the  Federal  troops  from  their  qnsrteis  near  the  aogar-hoiue  of  Ofibtt  Bros.,  I 
went  to  tiM  BOgar-honae  in  company  with  my  hosband  and  Hr.  Doc  Qardiner  for  the 
paipaM  of  looting  after  aald  mgar.  It  (the  sugar)  hod  all  been  taken  by  the  Federals. 
What  had  not  be«i  taken  was  not  flt  to  use,  being  scattered  on  the  gioaiid. 

We  had  the  key  of  the  sngar-honse.  The  Federala  ^ined  miti^ce  into  sud  sugar- 
home  by  boiHtlng  the  doors. 

OoL  William  CHnitt,whom  I  baTementiiHiedln  mytestlmonytakeQ  last  April,  Isdcad. 

OfibttBroe.  were  large  snpuplanteni,  and  had  beui  cnltiTating  Bn^u  for  years  prerl- 
oos  to  Uiis.     Hy  husband  Is  also  dead.    He  had  been  In  the  employ  of  OSbtt  Bros,  as  a 


Hr.  Doc  Gardiner  is  now  ''nonoompoe  mantis."  He  knew  the  same  facte  as  testified  ta 
by  me.  There  was  an  old  negro  woman  on  the  plantation  of  OSUtt  Bros,  with  me  at  the 
tine,  whose  name  was  Hannah  Lahyche.  I  think  she  is  stUl  living.  My  hosband  waa 
in  the  employ  of  OttaXt  Bros,  for  many  yeaiB. 

ANTOINETTE  THIEBADT. 
[SKAI-]  LAUBENT  DDPBfi, 

Ifolar]/  I^iblic  oad  SpeeiiU  Oi>Mtmum<mtr. 
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WASBIKaras,  January  16, 1B82. 


S.  W.  F,  Pkddkiox  and  LdONCK  Lauoel, 

SeertlarieM: 


Ton  are  n^aeeted 
the  aboT»«tttitled  cs 


to  file  the  acoompanying  docomente  with  the  papers  and  proob  in 


X  T. — Lament  Dnpi^  notftry  pnUic  and  special  oommiastoner. 

OPKLOU8A8,  13  Sepleaire  1863. 
m  Saint  Idndry,  diolare  avoir  vendn,  &  Jnles  Per- 

_^ ,  .    ,   mine,  vlngt  tnllea  de  coton  de  qnatre  cents  linM 

10U&  A  raiaoa  de  nenf  centa  la  livre  i,  prcmdre  chez  moi  i  Lille  Caraneo. 
(on  etant  encora  en  grain  en  ma  rotonnene  je  m'ofalige  de  la  &ire  ■■mtiailjji 
en  temps  qne  le  vondra  le  dit  Perrodin  et  alors  j'en  feiai  la  livralaon  tel  qn'U  est  dit  pins 
bant. 

THEUSMAR  GT^DBT. 
T£mcdn: 

CStcs  M  Oraiult  Ctt«im.  ^^  . 
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(720.01.     B«pi  de  JuIm  PerTadin  !•  aom 
U  rente  de  Tiogt  boUea  de  ooton  eelon  U  n 
Opeloiww,  12  Sept,  1862. 

THELISHAB  GDIDBT. 

Ofblocbab,  U  11  Mart  1881 
tMO.  Je,MTisBiffii^lialritMitdeIapar(iiaBeBaliitLBndi7,  dfeUroSTCHTTendni  Joki 
PeiTodin  domicilii  a  OpelODSM,  dix  hoitmilleliTRadecotou  en  gniiica(l, 800)4  nim 
de  tcente  piastrte  le  millier  fiwrnant  la  aomme  de  doq  emt  qiunale  piirtni  doat  i'd 
ie(a  lemontaot  cejoDi.  Le  dH  ootam  itant  <n  ^iBniar  cbes  nuri  je  in^)bUge  de  k  tena 
en  oet  Mat  jmqD'A  ce  qu'il  aoit  poenble  d'en  diapucr  autROMa^  A  U  di^oilion  dc 
Perrodln  et  le  porter  an  Honlin  &  tnee  ta/k, 

THEUSUAB  GDIDBT. 
16mma: 

VAI.U)KSE, 

Cliet  lat-MAne  Qnnwl  CWeo*. 

EUsba  UcDaniel. 

1863,  Han.  3.     10  Bailee  de  coton  chec  Ini  qn'U  m'a  Tendoea  i  15&  la  (14,913) 

livie Plaqnemino. 

Opklodsab,  II  At'l  1663. 
1738. 30.  Je,  aonjaagai,  Elieba  HcDaniel,  paralne  Baint  Landi;,  aTcnr  Ttnia  i  He 
Jula  Ferradin  dix  b^es  de  coton  A  nison  de  qniuze  Bom  la  livre  dont  le  poids  m  it 
qoatra  mille  nenf  cent  Tingt  deux  liTrea  (4,922  Iba.)  fonnantlasDmmede  wptcenttTaite 
nnit  piBBtrcs  &  30-100  dont  j'ai  lefO.  le  moDtant  ce  Jonr.  Ln  nudites  bailee  de  MM 
sont  encoie  chez  moi  et  m' oblige  de  lee  tenir  A  I'abritelleaquelleBJnBqD'an  jonrqn'illM 
dfaireia. 

ELISHA  HcOAKEL      , 
UABCKLUr  Jabdkls. 
Vai^dkz.  I 

Statz  of  LoniSIAKA, 

ParuK  ef  jSotnt  Lamdry: 

Be  it  known  that  on  tbis daj  of  September,  A.  D.  1881,  befbre  me,  nndenigM' 

»ntboiity,  pereonallj  came  and  appeared  Hib.  Constance  Gnidry,  widow  of  Thelumit 
Gnidr;,  decwed,  at  this  parieh  and  State,  and  also  appeared  Augnate  Pecrodin,  of  mat 
leddence,  who  being  dnlj  swam  depose  oad  my; 

That  Qk6y  were  well  acquainted  with  the  late  Thelismar  Onidry,  deceaaed,  aad  neop 
nlze  his  aigQatnre  to  document  marked  X.  T. ,  attached  Iheieto,  ae  real  and  gennin*. 

CWNSTANCE  GOlDBi'. 
A.  PEERODIN. 

Bwom  to  and  ■abacribed  before  me  thia da^of  Beplember,  1681. 

In  teatimony  whereof  I  faave  beiennto  aigned  my  name  and  affixed  my  offldal  afS*- 

[8EAL.]  LAURENT  DCPI1&, 

ITolttrf  FMbUe  and  ^teiai  Commitmnir. 

The  within  and  foregoing  docnment  has  been  examined  by  us,  and  IhaTeukesMt 
nlzance  of  the  same  before  being  forwarded  to  Waahington,  D.  C. 

LEWIS  &  BBO., 
special  Aaomq/i  for  Ue  Uititti  fWo. 
SZPTEMBEB  20,  1881. 


FOtd  Jmmart  16, 1863.— Fl  F.  P.  ^  L.  L.,  fibce. 

JULZa  PXBBODIN        1 

m.  I- No.  90. 

Thx  Uitited  Siatzs.  ) 

Hit  la  hereby  stipnlated  and  agreed  that  the  eridenoe  heretofore  taken  Md  Sled  li  >^ 
oae  of  Angnstna  Burleigh,  adminiatiator,  in  The  United  Statea,  No.  261,  rdatin  le  ibc 
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nine  of  cotton  fromlSfil  to  1866,  may  be  nsedaa  evidence  on  the  trial  of  aboTe-«ntit]ed 
eaose,  thtt  TJiiited  Ststea  oot  admittiiig  that  itlsdedi^Teof  UietDeMOreof  damagetobe 
adopted. 
For  the  United  8tat««— 

JOHN  DAVIS, 

AmMokI  Cmmm). 
Jahtiabt  18,  1881. 


The  ooBTuel  tor  the  United  StataB  inmdncM  aa  evldenoB  docnmmt  markad  A,  ahow- 
ing  oompATatiTe  prices  of  middliog  cottons,  and  eapedalljr  the  price  of  eottona  in  the 
ntODtha  of  April,  Hajr,  and  June,  1863. 


ISU-'M. 

uei-'ts. 

IMS-'St 

itM--a. 

IWl-'fll. 

Ota  — 

SDtoSl 
—to  SI 
48toU 

Cknli. 

OmK. 

0^. 

CaU. 

isttoira 

into  128 
llStoUO 
Wlo  TO 
—  to  7B 

Tito  73 
Kl^  SI 
Mlo  M 

— toieo 
isatoiss 

-tiM 

—  to  Ml 
-toU 
-tO«2 

—  lo§0 

—  lo«0 

niy 

'^^==p==z 

SStO   8b' 
Uto  43 

Uto  U 

-loM 

le  of  the  praprietota  of  the  New  Oileona  Prioe-Coirent.  a  newEpaper  published  u 


pricM  of  oommeice  in  the  New  Orleans  market;  that  the  aboTo  tabulated  statements  ai« 
made  ap  fiom  the  leporte  of  men  whoae  cspadty  and  competency  have  tMen  eetabliahed 
hj  yean  of  experience,  and  wen  taken  ftom  the  flies  of  the  Frioe-Cnirent  now  in  my 
1  And  cDstody,  and  aie  true  and  ooireot  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  ai>d  h^ 


pomesion. 
lief. 


L.  J.  BEICfflT. 

Sworn  to  and  BnbacrilMd  belbre  me,  notaiy,  at  New  Orleans,  this  18  Jnne,  1881. 

ANDBEW  HEBO, 


FOtdFUbntary  24, 1882.— IT.  F.  F.  <t  L.  L.,  See». 

JjJLBS  FEBBODIN      1 

vt.  }■  No.  90. 

The  UinTKD  States.  ) 
AuansTDS  Bubleioh,  adu'b  Asnaud,  1 


The  United  Stated. 


^No.  251. 


Hon.  Geoboe  S.  Boutwkix, 

Affent  and  Qmnielfor  the  IMUtd  SMtt: 
SiB:  PleoM  take  notice  that  the  prooft  in  the  above-entitled  cases  are  cloeed  Od  tbe 
port  of  the  memorialists. 

CHAS.  A.  DE  CHAMBRUN, 

CoiuttdfoT  the  FrauA  BrpMie. 
ALEX.  PORTER  HORSE, 

Amidant  OmMmL 
Wabhmotok,  FArwtrs  24,  1882.  OO'JIg 
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}No.  SO. 


MOTION  FOR  LEAVE  TO  WTTHDEAW  NOTICE  OF  CL06IK6. 
POed  MarA  14,  1882.— H^.  F.  P.  A  L.  L.,  Beet. 

-JULKS  PZBSODIK 

Thi  DmTKD  Statu.  ) 

And  now  oomcs  Uie  eootieel  fortlie  Frendi  Bepnfalic  and  in . 

order  aUowing  the  memori^ist  in  the  sbove-etitf tlod  (wian  to  witJidnw  tbe  notiea  rf 
dodng  the  proofis  in  hie  case  for  the  pnipoaeof  Bnbmittlngraooidpiooft  of  tltepiMB>OB 
and  occupancy  of  Saint  Landry  Parish,  LoDioanK,  by  tlie  United  States  Aim;,  vhalbe 
memoriauat's  property  vas  token  and  used  by  tbe  nid  Army. 

CHAB.  A.  DB  CHAHBB1TN, 

OMntdJar  tit  Frtndt  Samtlk. 
ALEX.  POBTEB  M0B8E. 

JwiifralCbMKL 
WASHmOTON,  D.  C,  MarA  14,  188S. 


DOCUHENTABT   EVIDENCE  FBOU  THE  WAB  DEPAKTUEHT,  FILED  OS 
BEHALF  OP  CLAUCANT. 

Fa^Mt^26,  1882.— IF.  F.  P.,  See. 
Jules  Perbodin    ') 

M.  [  No.  90. 

Tbx  United  States,  j 

WAAKnroTos,  Mof  20, 18^ 
Hesn.  V.  F.  PxDDaiCK  and  LftoKCS  Lauoel, 


Ton  an  leqnested  to  file  Qie  accompanying  documenti  with  Uie  p*pen  and  gneA  in 

the  Bbove-isntdtled  case  on  behalf  of  claimant.  

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
AgeM  and  Ooitntd  o»  Hit  part  tf  (Ac  UiOiO.  SMtt. 
JOHN  DAVIS, 

Defartmekt  of  State, 
IFiuUiiffM,  JHv  22,  VS&. 

JOHH  DAVTS,  Esq., 

Aamilxml  Oouiuel,  Ac,  Freiteh  and  AmericaH  Ctaivu  OmniunoH; 
BiS:  I  b^  to  transmit  herewith  certain  certified  eoptea  which  hate  been  fimiabtd  hj 
the  War  Department  in  reapoose  to  the  request  contained  in  yonr  oommanicatMa  af  1^ 
4thDltimo,  fornsein  thecBSeof  JalcHPernidintii.  The  United  States,  No.  M. 
I  am,  (dr,  yoor  obedient  •errant, 

J.  C.  BANCBOFT  DAVIS, 


(Inclosnre;)  Tlie  eeiiifted  copies  which  aooompanied  War  Department  letter  of  tki 
19th  iiutonL 

Was  Defabtmekt, 
WaMngton  Ci^,  M^  19,  IS9- 
^e  Hon.  BiGBETABY  of  State: 

Sib:  In  answer  to  yijur  commnnication  of  April  Sth,  18S2,  raqoesting  ooirieBoTecrtoii 
papeia  for  nae  before  the  fWich  and  American  Claima  Commia^on,  in  the  gim  of  JoIn 
Penodin,  No.  90, 1  have  the  honor  to  forward  herewitit  certified  copies  of  the  fcU^viif 

Ocnenil  Banks  to  General  Halleck,  April  33,  1883. 

General  Banks  to  Oereral  Halleck,  Uny  4,  1863. 

General  Banks  to  General  Halleck,  Hay  4,  ISSS. 

General  Banks  to  General  Bailee^  March  18,  1884. 

Capt.  O.  N.  Lieber  to  Colonel  Eolton,  October  9,  1863.  /—  i 
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Genentl  Banks  to  Oenns)  Halleck,  October  IS,  1883. 

No  rscord  ii  fomiil  of  any  letter  addressed  b;  Oenenil  Stone  to  Colonel  EeltoD,  dated 
November  20,  1863,  but  a  copy  ofa  letter  dated  November  19, 1363,  th>m  General  Stona 
to  the  A^jntant'Oenerslia  given  with  accompanTing  copies. 

The  "  cTpher  dispatch  "  referred  to  in  Colonel  Lleber's  letter  of  October  9, 1S63,  ianot 
fbnnd,  nor  can  Oeneral  Waahbnm'a  letter  of  November  7,  18S3,  be  found  with  any  rec- 
ords filed  in  the  office  of  the  Adj  ntant-General. 

General  Washhnm's  records  fiir  November  and  December,  1S63,  are  not  on  file. 
Tery  reepectAiliT,  your  obedient  servant, 

EOBEHT  T,  LINCOLN, 

Setretary  of  War. 

Wab  Defabtmsht, 
WaMngUm  atg,  April  16,  18S3. 
PnrBOMtt  to  section  883  of  the  Bevised  Statntes,  I  heraby  oerti^  that  the  annexed  are 
true  ci^iee  of  letters  filed  with  records  of  headquarters  of  the  Army  in  this  Department 
In  wittiesB  whereof  I  have  heiennto  Mt  my  bond,  and  csnaed  the  Beal  of  the  War  D»- 
partment  to  be  affixed,  on  the  im  and  year  first  above  written. 
[bkai.]  BOBT.  T.  LINCOLN, 

Seerelary  of  War. 

HEADQUASTZna  DKPABTHBKT  of  TBB  GtILP, 
Nea  OrteoM,  October  9,  1863. 

Cot.  J.   C.  ECLTOM, 

Amtkmt  AHJHUmt-Oentral.  Headquarters  of  CA«  Armg: 
Bib:  I  have  the  honor  to  forward  by  this  mul,  addressed  to  the  Genenl-in-Cbief,  » 
cipher  dispatch  Just  received  from  M^jor-General  Banks,  and  wbicb  1  was  directed  to 
send  by  the  steamer  which  sails  to-morroiv. 

Tery  respectlblly.  Colonel,  your  obedient  servant, 


HsADQUABTBBS  Dkpabthbnt  of  the  Oulf, 

KoK  OrUam,  October  16,  1664. 
M^.-Gen.  H.  W.  Halleck, 

Commander-in-Chief,  i6e.: 
Genbbal:  I.  Thnafarinmyadministration  I  have  not  troubled  the  Government  abont 

When  I  arrived  at  New  Orleans  I  found  many  thousand  in  idlencn.  I  set  them  all  to 
work  for  wages  wherever  they  pleased  to  go.  What  with  the  system  of  compensated 
labor  by  the  Government,  and  by  individuals  univenally  adopted,  and  their  ei^istment 
as  soldiers,  they  were  all  employed  and  all  supported  by  thdr  labor.  With  exception  of 
the  brief  period  when  the  enemy  oocapied  a  porUoB  of  oomitry  weet  of  the  Hiwtssippi, 
there  has  not  been  a  duy  when  I  wonld  not  gladly  accepted  ten,  twenty,  flfl^  thousand 
negroes,  in  addition  to  those  I  finind  here,  tton  any  part  of  the  country.  We  had  eeti- 
maied  Oieii  labor  on  Government  pbmtations  at  near  a  quarter  million  dollars  for  tlw 
year. 

ILe  condition  is  now  ^langnd.  I  have  in  obedience  to  orders  from  the  Government 
tnmed  over  to  agents  of  the  TKasury  Deportment  all  plantations  and  plantation  property. 

The  disposition  of  this  property  that  is  made  is  a  matter  of  public  interest.  TfaOM 
who  have  leased  them  prefer,  in  working  them,  the  able-bodied  men  and  women  to  the 
disabled  and  infirm.  They  are  daily  sitting  them  out,  placing  the  helpless  on  plant*- 
tiooB,  as  I  am  informed,  that  are  and  have  tteen  nncultivatsd. 

I  am  offidaliy  notiiBed  of  the  fiict  that  they  ate  there.  It  Is  expected  the  military  an- 
thiritles  ore  to  support  them. 

To-day  I  received  information  that  large  numbeis  of  negroes  are  coming  into  Brashear 
bom  theTMheoonntry.  They  are,  of  coarse,  nearly  all  iacapable  of  providing  for  them- 
selves. The  rebels  have  nm  into  Teias  and  Upper  Louisiana  all  that  are  vatuabla.  The 
Oovemment  finds  itself  in  this  podtion:  The  lessors  of  Government  plantations  and  the 
enemy  turnover  toDsall  their  helpless  men,  women,  and  children. 

We  turn  over,  *eiy  gladly,  all  plantation  pn^ierty  to  the  Treasury  Department,  Does 
the  suppwt  of  the  infirm  and  pocn-  negroes  go  vrith  the  property  to  which  they  uatarally 
heloDg,  or  is  it  a  charge  npon  the  army  as  military  expenses,  and  bstened  upon  the  War 
Department  and  paid  out  of  the  war  estimates  and  appn^ations?  If  t^e  latter,  I  de> 
sire  an  order  to  that  effect  and  means  provided  fbc  defraying  the  cr-' 
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inabnctifmsaatomfcoiine.  The  proceaa  pntaoed  will  bringiu  tensof  tbooMsdabdhn 
winter  is  over. 

n.  When  I  aammed  commaiid  of  tUs  dqMrtment  I  found  11,000  lkmill<a  aa^mud 
mt  the  public  expense.  By  exposing  it^nds,  cutting  off  the  cmtfibntions  to  fiuDilie*  of 
aoldiers  in  the  rebel  ftnn^.who  do  not  seem  entitled  to  niKKHi  at  oat  bauds,  and  nqoir- 
Ing  onr  aoldien,  where  thef  are  r^alarly  paid,  to  support  thoir  &miliea,  I  dsto  ndoeed 
Uie  ntunber  of  families  receiving  nlioas  to  5,500,  instead  of  11,000,  and  tliennnbetof 
ntions  erom  143,000  to  72,350. 

The  coming  winter  will,  I  fear,  be  one  of  terrible  suffering  here.  The  poopte  an  be- 
coming pooier  every  hotu,  andBomeBnppUes,asof  coaland  wood,  are  insniQcieDtlw  Iba 
wants  of  the  Qovemroent,  to  aay  nothing  of  the  people. 

Hitherto  thcoa  expenscH  have  been  paid  out  of  lenla,  contribntions  levied  npcMi  rtbd 


property,  i 
This  pro 


is  property  is  now  tnmed  over  to  the  Treosnry  officera.  I  do  not  complain  of  this, 
^le  adminurtmtiixi  of  these  charities  and  providing  for  the  negroes  has  been  alabwtf 
k  greater  intoisity  and  snfferiug  than  tlie  cre«tion  of  an  army  and  the  oondnetof  mm- 
pMgna.  Uy  Inquiry  is,  onght  not  these  charities  to  go  with  the  only  property  oat  «f 
which  they  can  be  properly  paid  ?  Onght  the  expense  of  supportinK  nom  six  to  ten 
thonsand  bmilies,  as  vrill  be  ^Is  winter,  to  be  considered  as  a  part  of  my  military  a- 
penses  and  charged  to  wai  appropriations?  If  it  be  so,  I  reqaeet  that  orders  msy  Im 
given  without  delay  to  that  effect,  and  means  provided  therefor.  The  calls  upMi  uj  u* 
very  n^ent.  Increasing  in  nnmber,  and  come  fh>in  fiunlliee  hitherto  beyond  want 
Xhave  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  yonis,  Ac 

N.  P.  BAKKS, 
M^jor•aenenU  CommandiMt. 

Jl  part  of  the  anticipated  increase  in  the  nnmber  of  fomilieg  ariaes  from  the  namber 
that  are  evicted  in  the  process  of  ralncing  the  tenements  to  the  poapwaion  of  the  Oov- 
enunent^ 

Wab  DEPABTifDrr, 
Wathingtim  City,  April  IS,  1883. 
Paiauant  to  section  882  of  the  Revised  Statntes,  I  hereby  certUy  that  tiie  annexed  sn 
tnie  tianscripta  l^m  letter-books  Department  of  the  Onlf,  in  this  Department. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  herennto  set  my  hand  and  cansed  the  seal  of  tlie  War  De- 
partment to  be  ^xed  on  the  day  and  year  flrst  above  written. 
[8KA1-3  EOBT.  T.  LINCOLN, 

Seertlartaf  Wtr. 

[HMdqnarien  Dapartment  oTtbe  Qulf,  Nlnalsanlh  Aim?  Corps.] 

QpXLonsAB,  AprO  23,  IBSS. 
MMi.  Oen.  W.  H.  Hallkck, 

GetuTol-in-Chief,  Wa^ingUni,  D.  C; 

GxifEBAi.r  Since  my  Noe.  9  and  10  of  the  17th  instant,  I  have  liad  neitlier  timsl» 
prepare  formal  diapatchea,  nor,  nntU  now,  convenient  opportnni^  for  sendiDg  tbsmi  I 
nave,  however,  endcAvored  to  keep  yon  ooustanUy  advised  of  out  movement*  and  tbeit 
lesnlta  by  telwa^  throngh  General  Sherman,  commanding  at  New  Orleans. 

On  Uie  evening  of  the  17th,  General  Grover,  wbo  had  nuraied  (h>m  New  Iberia  I?* 
shorter  rood  and  tboe  gained  the  advance,  met  the  enemy  at  Bayoa  Vannillioa.  Tba 
enemy's  force  consisted  of  a  considerable  nnmber  of  cav^ry — abont  1,000  inbntiy  and 
■ix  piecee  of  artillery — masked  In  a  strong  poeition  on  the  opposite  bank  with  whick 
we  were  nnacqnainted.  The  enemy  was  tmven  from  his  position,  bat  not  nntil  be  had 
succeeded  in  deatroying  the  bridge  over  the  bayon  by  fire.  Everything  had  been  pe- 
Tionsly  arranged  for  this  purpose.  The  enemy's  flight  was  precipitate.  The  nightof 
the  17th  and  the  whole  of  the  next  day  were  occupied  in  pusliing  forward  with  vigor  the 
reoonstructian  of  this  bridge. 

On  the  IQth  the  march  was  resumed  and  coutinned  to  the  vicinity  of  Grand  Coteso, 
and  on  the  following  afternoon  nur  main  force  occupied  Opeloosas,  the  cavalry,  sup- 
ported by  one  regiment  of  in&ntry  and  a  section  of  utllleij,  being  Uirown  forwud  ta 
Washington,  on  the  Coortahletia,  a  distance  of  six  miles. 

The  command  nated  on  the  Slat;  yesterday  morning,  the  22d,  I  sent  ont  Bripdiv- 
Oeneral  Dwight  with  his  brigade  of  Orovei's  division,  uid  detachments  of  artillery  sad 
cavalry,  to  push  forward  through  Washington  towards  Alexandria;  he  fonnd  the  tiiid|(B 
over  Bayou  Oocodrie  and  BtBuff  destroyed,  and  occupied  the  evening  and  ni|^t  in  n- 
facing  them  hj  a  single  bridge  at  the  junction  of  the  two  herons;  uie  people  av  Ihtl 
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the  enemy  threw  large  qoaatltlee  of  ammaaition'  uid  some  Bmall-annj  into  Bajon 
Gooodile,  and  tbat  the  Teiaos  dedarecl  the;  irere  going  to  Texaa;  here  the  Htcomer 
Ware  was  hnmt  bj  the  enemj,  and  the  principal  portion  of  hei  cargo,  which  had  been 
bransfened  to  a  fiat,  captured  by  ns;  a  dispatch  was  foand  by  Oeuer^  Dwigbt;  in  which 
OoTemor  Hoore  tells  GeneTol  Taylor  to  retreat  to  Aleiandria,  and  If  prwaed  to  retira  to 
TezBB;  GeoBral  Dwight  will  posh  well  forwaid  to-day  and  probably  halt  to-tnoirow,  to 
eoDtiiine  his  much  or  retam,  according  to  drcuniBtaDCM. 

A.  re«onnoitering  expedition  sent  oat  one  day's  siarch  on  the  Texas  road  haadiacoveied 
nothing  of  the  enemy.  This  force  conslited  of  the  Fourth  Wlaeonain,  Ueateuant-Colo- 
net  BeMi,  one  aection  of  artiUeiy,  and  two  oompanies  of  the  Second  Bhode  Island 

An  expedition  ramalatingof  the  One  bundled  and  Hixty-Be«oud  New  York,  Lieatenani- 
Colonel  Blanchard,  one  section  of  artillery,  and  Banett'e  company  B,  First  Loni^ana 
Cavalry,  accompanied  by  Captain  Dunham,  Assistant  A^niant-Geneial  and  FintLienten- 
ant  Harwood,  engineen  (both  of  my  itslT),  was  sent  oat  yeeterday  morning  by  way  of 
Barre'a  Landing  to  examine  the  Bi^oii  Conitableaa  in  the  direction  of  Batte  a  la  Kooe. 
Last  night  C^tain  Ihmham  reported  the  mad  impassable  four  mflea  beyond  Barre's 
Landing,  and  that  the  expedition  bad  captnnd  the  steamer  Ellen  in  a  small  bayoa  lead- 
ing ont  of  the  Cpartablean.    Tliis  captnre  is  a  timely  amsti^>ae  to  ns. 

I  inlbrmed  yon  in  my  No.  9  that  I  had  ordered  the  gonboata  to  take  Bntte  a  la  Kose. 
This  was  handsomely  done,  without  eerione  lom,  on  the  morning  of  the  20tb  instant,  by 
Lieutenant- Commander  Cook,  United  Statee  Navy,  with  his  gonboats  and  fonr  com- 
poniee  of  inbntry .  We  captured  here  the  garrison  of  sixty  men  and  its  commander, 
two  hcftvy  gnus  in  poutioa  and  in  good  order,  a  l^urge  qoanti^  of  smmonition,  and  tbfr 
key  of  Um  Atcha&laya. 

I  immediat^y  sent  the  remainder  of  the  regiment,  part  of  which  went  op  on  thegan- 
boats,  to  proceed  to  Bntte  a  la  Boss,  the  whole  regiment  to  garrison  that  work  andnold 
it  to  the  last  extremity. 

This  aAemooa  the  steamer  Comie,  which  we  captnied  at  Franklin,  haa  arrived  at 
Waahington  with  sappliee,  and  the  other  boats  are  on  the  way.  The  depot  will  for  thft 
present  be  at  Washington  or  Barre's  Landing,  and  our  eommtuicBtions  will  be  by  Uie 
Conrtableaa  and  Atchalalaya, 

I  have  JDst  learned  from  Mqor-Oeneral  Angnr,  at  Baton  Ronge,  that  it  is  reportecl 
there,  and  believed  by  Commander  Alden  and  himself,  thatFarragat  has  been  re-en- 
forced by  five  gonboata  ^m  Vicksbnrg,  and  has  gone  to  the  Red  River  and  the  month 
of  the  Atchafjuaya.  I  hope  Qeneral  Aagur  will  have  had  signal  conunnnication  with 
the  Admiral  to-day. 

lindoee  foryont  information  copies  of  two  commnnicatioas  from  Qeneral  Grant,  dated 
March  23,  and  reoeived  this  instant,  and  copies  of  my  replies. 

I  send  a  daplicat«  of  my  dispatch  to  Oeneral  Giant  by  speeial  meeaengei  via  New 
York. 

It;  as  General  Grant  informs  me,  he  can  well  spare  mean  army  corps  of  20,000  men, 
I  eartMStly  reqnest  that  that  force  may  be  sent  to  me  at  the  earUeet  practicable  moment, 
and  I  am  stnm^y  of  opinion  that  it  shonld  join  me  on  the  Atchalalaya,  and  proceed 
throo^  Grand  River  or  Bayoa  Sorrel  and  Bayon  Plaqnemlne  to  Baton  Rouge.  I  can 
supply  tblare-enfbrcement  from  the  moment  it  joins  me  on  t}ie  Atchafalaya,  provided  it 
brings  its  own  water  transportation. 

I  hope  not  to  be  obliged  to  loeea  moment  in  improving  the  decisive  advantages  gained 
in  this  section.  We  have  destroyed  the  enemy's  army  and  navy  and  made  their  reor- 
ganization impossible  by  destroying  or  removing  the  material.  We  hold  the  key  of  th9 
position. 

Among  the  evidences  of  onr  victory  ore  2,000  prisoneis,  two  transports,  and  twenty 
gimB(inclnding  one  piece  of  theVaJvenli  Battery),  and  more  than  1,000  stands  of  amaU- 
arms  taken;  and  three  gnnboate  and  eight  transports  destroyed. 

If  the  Government  will  send  20,000  more  troops  here  I  will  take  Port  Hudson  at  once. 
If  it  will  send  the  ironclads  that  weie  engaged  at  ChHileeton  I  will  take  Uobile,  hold 
its  forts,  and  close  its  harbor  sgoinst  the  commerce  that  now  pours  into  its  gates  in  spits 
of  the  blocksde. 

Whether  General  Grant's  forces  Join  me  or  not  I  hope  yon  will  at  least  lend  me  a  sof- 
ficient  Ibrce  from  the  Department  of  the  South  to  decide  matters  finally  In  this  depart-, 
meut.     I  can  send  them  back,  if  oeeesseiy,  as  soon  as  it  is  done. 

ns  are  given  at  once,  the  opportunity  for  opening  the  Hissisrippi 


I  hope  to  be  able  to  send  a  detmlad  report  of  oor  operations  by  the  next  mail. 
I  tiave  the  honor  to  be,  General,  very  respectAilly,  your  moat  obedient  servant, 
N.  P.-BANKB. 
JfiV'«r-<?«R«raI  CbiiiMaiMfer. , 

oogle 
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IHeadquutcn  DepHtment  of  the  QnlT,  NinatsaiUi  A^mr  Opip»] 

Opbi^u&u,  Mar  *,  IBGl 
Usj.  G«n.  H.  W.  Hallxce, 

Commander-i»-Chitf: 

Oknbbal:  Iq  the  progrm  of  tbia  army  I  hsre  dcomed  it  szpedient,  in  order  to  pn- 
Tent  a  TeoTguiintitm  of  the  rebel  trmy,  to  deprive  the  rebel  government  of  ill  p^bk 
means  of  snppoit,  and  to  take  powMirton  of  molea,  boraea,  cattle,  and  the  eta^  ^od- 
vcta  of  the  conntiy,  cotton,  safftr,  and  tobaooo. 

I  have  f^ven  tbe  people  to  nndeiatand  that  thoae  who  are  well  diapoeed  and  entitM 
to  the  favor  of  tbe  Government  will  receive  oompeneatiou  for  tbls  prtniertf  aaMdiai  te 
ila  value  in  this  cotmtrj  at  the  time  of  onr  arrival,  wiUi  its  Tesbricted  mvkele  and  U*- 
bility  to  destruction  by  gaerillas  oc  oonfiecation  by  the  CtaifedeiBta  Oovemment  la 
ronnd  nnmbers  I  may  say  that  30,000  beeves,  n)nlM,and  horsea  have  been  fbmidedto 
Braebeora  CSty,  with  6,000  bales  of  cotton  and  manyhogihcwlsofsngv.  Some  protcal* 
have  been  received  fh»m  thooe  oniuuing  to  be  Ftench  or  ''J";"-''  antjectB  apiiMt  the 
poosession  of  this  property  by  tbe  Govemment,  bnt  I  have  retried  it  as  a  wai  meaiu* 
And  placed  tbe  iwoteBts  npon  file,  wittiout  other  raponMs  than  that  I  have  itaUd 
above,  verbally  ^ventoall  theaaporiieM.  Ibellereitinlllw  expcdioDttoadi^adilht- 
^ntprindple,  and  aboold  we  reach  Aleundria  nnderdrcnoHtanoea  that  villjnati^ou 
liolding  that  point  tor  any  length  of  time  I  propose  to  anDoimce  to  tlie  people  Oiix  Iha 
OovemmeDt  of  the  United  Btatee  will  levy  a  contribution  of  50  pet  cent,  upon  all  th« 
staple  products  of  the  country,  cotton,  sugar,  and  tobacco,  and  that  sntuect  to  this  cod- 
toibntion  they  will  be  permitted,  without  discrimiiiation  of  persona,  to  tnnsport  tbdi 
products  to  the  marketa  of  Kew  Orleans, -where  they  may  be  sold  nridec  the  anpcrvioin 
it  the  Oovetnnient.  tbey  reeelTing  in  Fedend  onrreney  thdr  prcnwrtiiui  of  tbe  moeeadi 
«f  aale.  T  believe  that  thia  policy  will  loooen  from  fifty  to  a  bnndred  and  fifty  Qtaomai 
t)^es  of  ootton.  Had  we  force  enough  to  hold  thia  country  for  any  length  of  time  tke 
revenue  reorived  by  tbe  Government  would  be  enonnons,  the  advonb^ea  to  tbe  peopla 
immediate  and  important,  enabling  them  to  protect  themselves  fhnn  starvatioii,  which 
will  inevitably  be  upon  them  within  the  coming  year,  and  at  the  some  time  lidieve  tbe 
■domestic  and  foreign  mauafactnrers  in  a  great  decree  of  the  cotton  starvation  andei 
which  they  ore  safferitif;.  T  am  aware  that  at  fiist  thought  this  may  seem  to  be  in  coo- 
flict  with  the  act  of  confiscation,  bat  upon  fbll  conaidemUou  I  am  satisfied  tbatitdoH 
not  interfere  with  tbe  policy  of  tbe  Government.  lu  the  first  place  it  la  a{^eaUe  only 
to  perishable  property.  None  of  tbe  pn^erty  can  be  apprx^noted  to  the  Govennsnt 
without  the  consent  of  the  partiee  in  iqterest,  as  it  is  posBiblefor  them  in  every  'r****** 
to  deetrc^  it  if  they  will.  A  Urge  portion  of  it  ie  bidden.  Its  diaoovery  and  tranpv- 
totion  requires  valnable  time  which  the  army  can  illy  afford. 

To  prevent  its  deetruction  and  to  avoid  the  dldicaltia  entailed  by  spproprialing  Ml 
tautsportation  to  thia  pnrpoae,  it  will  be  oecemary  to  give  the  people  poeseeaiiv  it  sobw 
interest  in  its  preservation  and  Kate,  and  this  I  am  confident  will  secure  both  olgecia, 
A  bnndml  thousand  boles  would  yield  to  the  Gavemment  a  rervnne  of  ten  to  twdn 
millions  of  dollars  at  preaent  prices;  itwillyield  t«  the  people  a  larger  iutereet  than  Ihay 
«an  obtain  from  the  Confederate  Government,  circulate  through  tbe  State  tbe  Fedettl 
currency,  and  mate  them  dependent  npou  our  marketa  for  theneceaaariea  of  lilh;  ItwiH 

Kfor  toward  restoring  parlies  the  most  hostile  to  the  restoration  of  tbe  Govemmoit 
Is  problematical,  of  ooniae,  whether  snch  a  policy  can  be  initiated,  and  if  initialed, 
whether  it  will  be  Hncceaaftil.  If  oppoitnnity  ofieis,  I  shall  try  the  experiment,  and  Mk 
llie  inntructiODS  of  the  Government  if  it  be  thought  to  be  inconsistent  with  its  ffXtj- 
I  desire  to  say  that  thus  far  in  the  progress  of  the  army,  every  dollar's  worth  itf  pit^ 
erty,  ezceptiiig  that  which  haa  been  taken  by  individnal  robbeis  in  money  and  jeweliy, 
who  have  been  summarily  pnnisbed  therefor,  has  been  scmpnlonBly  appropriated  to  the 
nse  of  the  Government;  not  a  speculator  nw  a  plunderer  fbUows  the  tnul  of  thearmj, 
and  none  will  be  peimitled  in  this  "■"P"*!" 

I  have  thegratlficatioiiof  icpreeentiDg  in  tbe  most  nnquolifled  manner  tbe  general  deiin 
«f  the  people  fur  tbe  restoration  of  the  Govemmenti  many  UunaaDda  wonld  gladly  il 
once  renew  their  obligations  to  its  snoport  did  I  encoursKe  it;  four  bondrad  4tf  onr  pci*- 
oners  of  war  have  voluntarily  taken  the  oath  of  atlegience,  and  there  an  roaniftata^va 
of  vorioun  kinds  which  show  that  the  spirit  of  rebellion  and  tbe  Confederacy  haa  pmKi 
from  the  minds  of  this  people.  There  ia  excellent  opportunity,  by  a  wise  and  coodU*- 
toiy  policy,  to  realiae,  in  thia  qnartn-  at  least,  the  most  sanguine  expectotioDa  of  tti 
PrMidenl. 

On  the  march  to  this  point  I  ordered  the  arrest  of  ex-Governor  Hoaton,  who  eoen|Hd 
Utie  itabematorial  chair  in  1846  and  sabeeqaentty,  he  is  a  moo  ttf  large  inflneoos  vni 
intelligence,  and  has  wielded  vritb  an  iron  hand  his  power  over  the  maSNa  of  UMpet^ 
In  this  port  of  the  country;  he  was  president  of  the  oonventicHi  that  deeland  Lowwii* 
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to  bmve  sepuMted  from  the  Union;  his  inflnence  U  atUl  important,  and  at  s  time  when 
tbe  eentlmmite  of  Um  pM^e  wen  In  tmiiflftioD  Amu  aaqDicaeenae  in  the  Coniedente 
Ooremment  and  a  raoogniuon  and  i«newal  of  theii  obligations  to  the  Union,  it  aeemed 
to  me  imprntant  that  end)  a  man  should  at  least  be  qaiet.  I  hare  ordered  IdrnthereRne 
to  1m  sent  to  New  Orleans  in  the  custody  of  the  provnst-maniial-genetd,  with  instm^ 
tiona  to  that  ofBeer  to  provide  him  oomfiulable  ^narten,  bnt  not  to  allow  general  inter- 
oooTSe  wiUi  tbe  people  of  that  city,  where  be  will  remain  until  further  orders  from  the 
Government.     ^Ua  is  the  only  ancat  made,  exoept  for  crime. 

The  inclosed  (UqMtch  to  tbe  Secretary  of  State  I  beg  may  be  transmitted  to  his  De- 
partmenb 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  reepecthlly,  yoor  moet  obedient  servwit, 

N.  P.  BANKS, 
Major-Geii«ral,  Qmwuuiding. 

[HMdqnaHen  DeiaiitmeDt  of  tlw  Oulf,  tnoteentb  Ant)'  Cotp^] 

OPBLnusAB,  Mas  i,  1883: 
M^.  Gen.  H.  W.  Hallzck, 

Oewra^lVCMe/,  £7.  is.  A.,  WaMtigUm,  D.  C: 

Sib:  On  the  20th  of  April  Bntte-o-ls-Hme  was  captond  by  the  gonlxMttB  attaehed  to 
the  fleet  of  tbls  department,  oideiB  having  been  sent  to  makean  atUckftmn  these head- 
quarterSL  From  that  dato,  by  some  nnaceonntable  and  nneiplained  delay,  not  tbe 
lightest  effort  was  made  to  open  the  Atcha&laya,  or  to  penetrate  the  Conrtablcan  to  the 
hcAdqnartera  of  my  corps  at  Opelooaaa.  Tbe  fiist  boat  that  opened  the  OonrtablcMi  to 
Waahli4gton  was  tbe  Comie,  a  little  transport  steamer  that  we  had  captnred  from  Uie 
enMuy  at  that  bayou.  Bnt  for  tills  delay  commnnicstion  wonid  early  have  beenmened 
with  Admiral  FtumKot,  and  my  command  would  have  continoed  to  march.  On  tlie  9d 
instant  cmnmnnication  was  (^»med  with  Admiral  Fanagnt,  at  the  month  of  IM  Kiv«T, 
1^  aid  of  the  gnnboat  Arizona,  Captain  Upton  commanding,  accompanied  by  OsptalB 
Mnhamof  my  staff.  Copiee  of  my  oinnmnnications  to  tbesdmitslareincloaed.  I  so- 
licited his  co-<^ration  in  the  movement  upon  Alexandria,  tbe  pOMession  of  Bed  River 
being  neccBsnry  for  the  security  of  our  means  of  supply.  He  had  been  waiting  onx- 
fonslj  fbr  two  or  more  boats  that  had  pssMd  the  batteries  at  Vicksbnrg,  bnt  up  to  this 
dAtothey  bad  notjoinedbira.  Hefi!<u«d  hewoald  notrecejve  assistance  from  that  qnu- 
ter.  It  appears  that  they  were  engaged  In  a  caniuwade  npon  tbe  batteries  at  Oiand 
Gnlf.  He  said  if  he  eoiid  be  supported  by  the  gunboats  <m  our  line  he  would  under- 
take to  move  against  Alexandria  in  co^^isration  with  the  army.  We  have  made  every 
possible  exertion;!  have  been  npcn  tbe  AtcbafiUaja  myself  one  or  twodaysto  boRy 
tbrwaid  the  boats.  Three  of  them  have  joined  the  admiral;  two  otheis  will  join  him 
st  the  dose  of  this  week,  giving  him  a  force  sofficient  for  his  purpoee,  we  believe.  Bnt 
I  still  have  hopes  that  some  of  Admiral  Porter's  boats  will  join  him  In  the  expedition. 
He  anticipates,  as  you  will  see  by  cojues  of  the  dispatches  inclosed,  that  Kirby  Smith, 
with  a  force  of  15,000  men,  will  no  down  the  Black  River  in  transports.  He  will  send 
hit  boats  to  tbe  month  of  that  river  to  intercept  tbera,  shonid  they  reach  him  in  time. 

It  is  quite  ponible,  boweier.  for  Smith  U>  leave  the  Washita  at  Monroe,  and  march  to 
Shrevespon  or  Copenhagen  or  Hmrinonburic  on  the  same  Mream,  and  maroh  to  Alexan- 
dria, avoiding  thns  the  month  of  Black  Hiver.  Conid  we  be  joined  by  a  force  of  20,- 
000  men  from  Orant,  which  he  could  well  spare  if  he  had  transportation  for  them,  and  the 
boats  that  have  all  pamed  tbe  batteries  at  Vicksbnrg,  nc  coDld  pertiumently  hold  and 
control  tbe  entire  territory  west  of  the  Hississippi.  The  ultimate  and  not  distant  evacu- 
ation of  Port  Hudson  and  Vicksbnrg  would  be  certain,  and  the  capture  of  the  whole  M 
part  of  tbe  fbrce  of  cnch  fortress  be  moMt  probable.  I  still  hope  that  we  may  adopt  the 
policy  of  concentrating  our  forces.  A  dispatch  this  morning  received  from  ^ton  Rouge 
aononiicM  the  bet  that  a  regiment  of  cavalry  nine  hundred  strong,  with  a  battery  of  arlU- 
leiy,  nndei  command  of  Colonels  Grierson  and  Prince,  left  La  Grange,  near  Memphis, 
in  Tenn.,  arrived  in  Baton  Rouge  ontbeSd  instant,  after  a  march  of  seventeen  days,  and 
with  a  Ion  of  only  four  men,  destroying  large  qaantities  of  proviBions,  bnming  mmiy 
bridges,  care,  and  engines,  and  capturing  and  paroling  1,600  prisonets.  If  tbe  colonel 
wonld  join  us  at  Alexandria  we  could  captnre  the  l^nlsture,  which  commences  its  session 
thismonthat  Shrevesport,  or  compel  their  adjournment  to  Texas,  I  shall  invite  him  to 
do  so,  aasnring  him  that  in  that  event  he  may  return  by  the  Black  River  throngh  Illinois, 
Arkansas,  Kentucky,  to  Tennessee.  My  command  moves  this  morning  in  thedirection 
of  Alexandria,  Geneml  Dwight's  brigade  of  Glover's  division  in  tbe  advance.  Tbe  other 
divisions  will  move  Ibrward  to-morrow.  The  purpose  of  the  movement  is  to  ascertain 
definitely  the  strength  and  purposes  of  the  enemy  at  Alexandria,  and  to  occupy  that 
place  or  not,  as  evenU  justify.  I  will  report  to  yon  regalarly  oar  progrcM  and  results. 
Brigadier-GenemI  Emory  leaves  his  division  this  di^  on  account  of  severe  illness  and 
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gOM  to  New  OrlMUB  fbr  Unaty  daya.  His  divlBion  is  placed  temporarily  nndaegB- 
mand  of  BiigadieT'Oeneml  Wtitie],  Weitiel'a  divfalOD  in  tba  meui  time  bang  oftoed 
to  report  to  General  Dwight  in  the  advaDoe. 

I  bave  the  honor  to  be,  irith  nmch  nspect,  yoai  obedieot  Mrrant, 

N.  P.  BANKS, 
JfiffOr-Oeneral,  QwmniJraf. 

HBAtxarABTKBS  DZPASTKXNT  OF  TBK  GDLV, 

Nob  OrleoM,  JVoemiter  IB,  18S3L 
ADJDTANlvaSNKBAL  OF  THK  ABHY, 

TToMm^s,  D.  C.r 

General:  I  deem  it  my  dntj  to  report  for  the  infonnatioii  of  tlie  War  Depattoait 
the  recent  actioa  taken  b;  the  United  States  district  conrt  In  this  city  in  T^nocetatlM 
prize-HteameT  Alabama  now  in  the  transport  service  of  the  armjr. 

When  Mqof-OoneTal  Banks  left  this  place  on  the  SSth  uldmo  for  the  Bio  Onnde,  k 
direeted  me  to  remain  at  these  headqnart«n  and  cany  oat  anch  diicctiona  h  be  Ind 
giTon  and  would  give  me-  Amonn  the  important  dnIiM  Witli  ithieh  I  wta  charged  nt 
that  of  GiTVBidlng  troops  and  (applies  in  case  be  sboold  call  for  them.  On  the  aninl 
of  the  first  retnm  steamer  tNaa  the  expedition  I  learned  that  artillei7  «*•  E"*"!  ^ 
qnired,  and  while  I  bad  an  excellent  battery  ready  I  bad  no  means  u  tran^ortiBg  it 
with  ita  mm  and  boian.  On  the  9tb  of  November  I  directed  the  qnartermastet'i  d*- 
partment  to  pnrcbase  the  prize-stctuner  Alabama,  which  I  nndeistood  bad  beea  ceo- 
demned  and  ordered  sold.  On  tbe  lOtb  instant  I  was  informed  thai  the  oomntodotetf 
the  Western  Onlf  sqnadron  had  aecqred  her  for  tbe  naval  seirjoe. 

I  Immediately  applied  to  Commodore  Bell,  asking  him  to  lend  her  to  the  aimy  fir 
the  period  of  a  monlli,  and  dnring  tlie  evening  of  Oie  10th  leoelving  an  answer  that  bsooa- 
sented ;  notwitlistendlng  the  consent  of  tbe  commodore  waehed  me  only  abont  m^it&ll, 
I  canaed  workmen  to  be  placed  at  once  on  board  of  her,  and  repvira  and  jwepMaliaai 
were  carried  on  nnintermptedty  thioogbont  the  ni^tof  the  10th  and  Uie  di^  and  nigb 
of  tbe  11th,  and  on  the  morning  of  the  12th  she  was  ready  for  sm,  with  bcdlere  repsind, 
atalla  for  horara  erected,  coal  partly  on  board,  Ac.  Shewasexpected  to  nil  abortlyafler 
noon,  and  get  over  tbe  riTcr  and  to  sea  that  nlgbt. 

Oreatly  to  my  astonishment  and  r^iret  a  leport  was  brought  to  me  abont  10  o'dod 
a.  m.  on  the  13th,  that  the  United  States  marshal  for  the  district  of  Looisiaaa  hid  ap- 
peared on  baud  of  tlie  steamer,  acoompanied  by  sereral  depnties,  bad  taken  pwsurioa 
of  the  ship,  ordered  all  work  on  her  to  oease,  and  driven  off  all  Uie  mednnios,  ofBoen. 
andooalera,  wring  violent  langnage  against  the  miUtaiyanthoritics,  and  saying  beweaU 
teach  these  military  men  not  to  ride  over  the  conrta,  Ac  Captain  McClnre,  aaairiant 
quartermaster,  went  on  boaid  and  found  all  work  suspended  and  three  depn^  mairiud* 
in  charge  of  the  steamer.  He  requested  permission  to  go  on  with  the  work,  and  ma 
told  that  not  a  blow  could  be  stmck  antil  the  resael  waa  paid  for.  Meantime  tbe  nfoti 
having  come  to  me,  I  deeply  mgretted  any  chance  for  uollision  with  civil  antboiitii^ 
but  deemed  it  necessary  to  pnsb  the  Te-eoforcemente  forward  to  General  BaoksataUhai- 
ards,and  foreseeing  great  and  perbapediaastcaDsdel^BinatoppingteaiKtiewithexciWI 
dvilian  offlcera,  I  ordered  a  discreet  omcer  (Liettl«nant-Colaoel  Albut,  anritrrtwit  inqpector- 
genwal)  to  proceed  to  the  steamer  with  a  guard  of  twenty  soldiers,  to  aireat  any  pa- 
aona  on  bcnrd  intuforing  with  the  prepaiHtions  and  repairs,  and  to  restore  tbe  wmknen 
to  their  duty.  All  this  time  I  had  snppaeed  that  the  military  antboiitiea  had  lawfU 
possession  of  the  steamer  under  the  antbority  of  Oammodore  Bell,  from  wtHnn  I  had 
Mwrowed  her,  uid  with  tbe  consent  of  the  oouit  which  had  ordered  her  banster  to  lbs 
Navy. 

Lientenant-Colonel  Albert  perforraed  bis  duty  satis&ctorily,  and  arrested  three  dqm^ 
marshals,  whom  he  brought  to  my  office  tdtor  having  re-established  order  and  indoatfr  m 
the  steamer.  Meantime  I  addressed  arespectfnl  letter  to  his  honor  the  Jndge  of  the  di»- 
trict  oonrt,  expressing  my  concern  that  there  should  have  been  any  misnndeistanding,  ia- 
fonnittK  him  of  the  necessity  which  existed  of  tbe  steamer's  promptly  leaving  with  tte  ra- 
enforcements  for  General  Banks,  stating  to  bim  that  I  had  been  in  peaceable  pawBMoa 
of  the  venel  for  more  than  thirty-aii  hours  before  the  violent  acticm  of  the  maishsl,  and, 
as  I  supposed,  *rith  his  fall  concurrence  and  approval;  that  nothing  could  be  more  le- 
grettedbythemiiitaryanthority  than  Bconflict  with  otaseemlng  disrespect  to  tbe  botwr- 
able  court;  but  that  under  any  cinmmstanoea  the  steamer  most  remain  in  mypoHevw 
and  go  to  sea  with  trooaa  on  board  m  quickly  as  possible.  It  wssacaseof  nsoemty.  1^ 
this  letter  tbe  honorable  judge  mode  no  reply ;  bat  later  the  United  States  district  attw- 
n^wrote  tometbat  thejndige  was  ill,  and  that  the  steamer  had  not  yet  bean  paid  ft*  by 
Uie  Navy,  and,  Uierefore,  was  still  in  tbe  custody  of  the  courL  To  this  letter  I  wrote  a 
lespecthil  reply.  Thesteamer,  after  adelay  of  one  d^,  by  reasoa  of  the  iot«rraptiaaM 
the  work  of  preparation,  wasduly  dispatched  to  Brasos  with  the  r»«nfbrcementaMdnp- 
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plisH.  On  the  daf  (lowing  I  reoeWed  tt  snminoiu  to  appear  before  Hod.  Ut.  DukU, 
Duitod  States  dioUict  court  Jodga,  on  th«  18tli  of  November  instAiit,  and  show  canae 
wb7  I  shoQid  Dot  be  fined  and  unprisoned  fbr  contempt  of  court  In  having  seized  said 
■leuner  ftom  the  coBtodj  of  the  marahal  and  aireating  hia  officers. 

On  the  18th  instant  I  preeoited  myBelf  Id  coart  and  made  a  statement  of  tlie  fact  aa 
bsrein  Telated,  stated  my  reepcHuitHlitin,  and  the  necetai^  of  the  actioa  tftken,  and  dia- 
clumed  any  intent  to  be  diareapectfnl  to  the  Iionoiable  conrt.  1  regret  to  state  that  the 
couiae  paraaed  in  conrt  by  the  district  attorney  was  veryiar  &om  conciliatory.  Ho 
straioed  every  point  to  make  ont  a  case  of  disrespect,  while  1  eonatantly  disclaimed  Ibr 
myself  and  the  military  Bathoritiee  of  the  department  any  snch  attempt.  He  in^ted 
upon  calling  teatimouy  to  prove  the  points  admitted  in  open  conrt  by  me,  and  althoo^ 
I  reprvaented  that  my  time  at  that  moment  was  valuable,  and  my  absence  fkom  dnl7  m 
my  offloe  vna  mDch  detriment  to  the  oouiae  of  boaineBB  that  only  a  desim  to  show  per- 
1^  napect  to  Uie  conrt  oonld  have  indnoed  me  to  be  present  myself  even  for  a  qnarter 
of  an  honr,  I  was  detained  there  two  honrs  and  made  to  listen  to  a  long  argnment  bom 
the  district  attorney  in  the  endeavor  to  fabricate  a  case  of  contempt  The  hooorable  jndn 
dismissed  the  case,  after  administerlD^  a  long  reprimand  to  me  for  my  ignorance  of  the 
law,  apparent  desire  to  override  the  dvil  anthority.  I  made  no  answer  either  to  the  long 
argnment  of  the  district  attorney  or  the  reprimand  of  the  j  ndge,  being  quite  content,  SO 
Gu-  aa  the  public  service  was  concerned,  that  my  actioQ  bad  caused  the  re^^nforcementa  to 
go  forward  to  the  commanding  general  without  any  leas  of  time,  due  to  my  action,  oi 
want  of  action.  I  am  conatiained  to  say  that  the  whole  al&ir  produced  npon  my  mind 
the  impression  Uiat  tbe  judge,  district  attorney,  and  marshal  seemed  more  aozions  to 
maintain  a  false  appearsnoe  of  maintaining  dignity  and  making  newspaper  reputation 
for  oouiage  and  eloquence  tlian  to  strengthen  and  aapport  the  military  power  of  the 
country  wd  to  contnbute  to  military  success,  now  so  neceosary  to  the  conntiy.  So 
strongly  was  this  impression  npon  me  that  had  the  commanding  general  himself  been 
present,  I  should  have  felt  myself  constrained  to  advise  hilu  to  ship  the  whole  conrt  to 
Washtngton. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  General,  very  respectffally,  your  obedient  servant, 
C.  P.  STONE, 
Brigadier-OenenU,  Chief  of  Staff . 

Headquabtxbs  Bepabtment  or  thx  Quu, 

Nan  Orlatni,  MitreX  1^  ISU. 
Vai.  Qen.  H.  W.  Hallkce, 

Oeiural-i»-Chief,  WathmgUm,  D.  C  : 
8ib:  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  foryonrinformationcopleBof  dispatches  which  reached 
me  yesterday  morning,  annonncing  the  capture  of  Fort  De  Roasy,  on  the  14th,  by  Gen- 
eral A.  J.  Smith's  divirion,  and  of  Alexandria  by  the  co-operation  of  naval  forces. 

The  army  in  Western  Louisiana,  consisting  of  the  first  division  of  the  Nineteen  Corps, 
tha  third  and  fourth  divisions  of  the  Thirteenth  Corps,  and  the  cavalry  division,  with 
several  regiments  of  the  Coips  d'Afrique,  was  to  have  moved  firom  Franklin  on  Alexan- 
dria early  last  week,  but  its  march  was  intermpted  by  a  severe  lain  storm  lendering  the 
roads  wholly  impassable.  The  movement  ijaa,  however,  commenced  on  the  — th.  Tbe 
whole  force  was  in  motion  be;roiid  New  Iberia,  and  my  headqnulers  were  en  route  to 
join  the  expedition,  when  the  inclceed  dispatohes  arrived. 

Leaving  General  Franklin  to  continue  lus  match  aa  expeditiously  as  possible  to  Alex- 
andria I  shall  proceed  immediately  to  that  poinL 
Yeiy  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

N.  P.  BANKS, 
Mojor-Otntral,  Oatmnandmg. 
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NOTICE  THAT  CLAIMANTS  HAVE  CLOSED  TESTIMONY. 
FOed  JitJy  5,  1882.— IF.  F.  P.,  Bee. 
Jm,XB  Pkbbodik 
Thk  Unitbd  Statkb.  i 
Sabah  Askaud 


}No.90. 

I" 


Washixotoh,  Mag  15,  1882. 
Take  notice  that  Uw  daimaata  iDtbeBboT»«)UUed  cmw  haTscloMdtbeirtMtimoDj. 
Jane  3, 1682. 

ALEX.  POBTBB  MOBSE, 

AmitlaiU  OnMtelfor  On  fytiteh  StpttHe. 

T.  H.  N.  McPHEESON, 

T)iiiiiilfli—iir 
?b  a«  Agent  and  Amnex  •^  0^  Unitei  8Uiie». 


DEPOSITION  OF  OOL  a  B.  HOLABIRD,  WITNEaS  FOR  UNITED  STATES. 

Filed  Deeember  29, 1883.—  IT.  F.  P.,  See. 

Jci.18  Pesbodif     1 

w.  \  No.  90. 

The  Umitkd  Statb,  J 

oounssioH,  NonoK. 

Intem^tOTia  to  be  proponnded  to  and  ansirered  nnder  o*tli  bj  OoL  8.  B.  UoIaUid,  i 
witneoi  on  Uie  pkrt  of  tbe  United  Stataa. 

Int.  1.  Please  state  yoni  name,  residenoe,  andpranent  ooeapatJcm. 

Int.  2.  Wm«  yon  in  tlie  military  aervice  (rf  the  United  Statu  during  the  year  1883  f  If 
•0,  tJeaee  state  where  70a  weie  on  dn^  daring  that  year,  and  tba  natora  oTjonr 
dntiw. 

Int  3.  If,  in  answer  to  direct  intemgatory  No.  2,  yon  answer  that  yoa  wen  the  diirf 
officer  of  the  qnsrtennaater's  department  at  New  (Cleans,  and  had  ehugo  irf  captund 
proper^,  especially  eotton,  plensestaite  whether  that  cotton  was  disposed  of  uiderToii 
sapwrWou;  and,  if  so,  statw  what  t&e  cotton  teken  dnrlng  the  y«r  1863  prodneed  nM 
per  ponnd  to  tbe  United  Statea. 

Int.  4.  Tbe  following  extract  is  taken  from  an  indonement  made  byyoa  OBtbedaiM 
of  Aogastln  Habert,  No.  000  {pp.  80,81],  leoently  diqxned  of  by  Uiis  oomminm:  "N- 
O. ,  L».,  jDly  30, 1884.  The  cotton  taken  in  that  year  (1863)  pradoced  net  only  3T  usta 
per  ponnd.  Sijpied,  S.  B.  Holabird; "  please  state  whether  Uiat  statement  is  Ine  sod 
omnct,  to  the  best  of  yonr  knowledge  and  belief. 

W.  H.  EDWABD8, 
jMMiMt  CbwMel/brOe  (MMjUtcL 

JUI.BB  PXBBODDI      1 

ve.  [no.  90. 

Tbb  Ukitbd  Statzs.  J 

CKMi-lnteRdsatorifls  of  the  dainuuil  by  hia  special  coonael,  to  be  prapooaded  tt  sad 
auwered  under  oath  by  CoL  B.  B.  HolabiM,  a  witoeas  on  the  port  of  tbe  Uaittd 
States. 

Flirt  obJectlon.—The  claimant  oljects  to  the  Mamlnattoa  of  this  witaeM  If  he  Is  pn- 
dooed  fortbepoipoaeorshDwing.tbattiie  cotton  token  in  tlie  yaarl8S3  pradnesdart 
only  37  oenta  per  ponnd,  as  not  competent  evidence,  fcr  the  T«awn  that  the  falaerfft* 
cotton  can  only  be  determined  hj  testimony  showing  its  market  Talna^  or  the  aaArt 
Talne  of  similar  cotton  when  it  wm  SNaed,  and  sot  Ibr  the  piiee  which  the  witaMi  vr 
have  sold  it  tat. 
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Second  oI^leetioD. — If  tbia  witneaa  testifles  thkt  the  cotton  taken  in  the  Tear  1863  pro- 
dnoed  net  only  37  oeots  per  poond.  It  is  olgeoted  to  aa  iireleTant  and  imnmterial  in  de- 
terminiiig  the  tbIub  of  the  clainutDt'a  oottoD,  and  cepeciall;  items  3  «nd  4  In  thi«  caae, 
M  Bttid  items  were  taken  and  tued  in  the  field  b;  the  army,  and  weienotrattject  totrans- 
poTtBtion  and  sale,  and  theii  valne  can  only  be  cBtablished  hy  showing  tlie  market  Talne 
for  the  same  prodada  when  they  were  taken  and  used,  as  appean  hy  the  price  cnnent 
submitted  in  evidence  by  stipulation.     (See  record,  pp.  65,  9S.) 

Cross-iiit.  1.  Were  yon  in  a  poaition  to  know  the  market  valne  of  cotton  in  New  Or> 
leaaB  in  the  jaa  1863? 

Cioas-iut  2.  If  yon  May  that  yon  knew  the  market  Talne  of  cotton  in  New  Orleans  in 
the  ye&r  ]B63,  will  yon  please  examine  the  following  prioes  of  cotton  mbmitted  In  evi- 
dcDoe  by  the  United  States,  and  state  if  it  is  a  correct  report  of  the  price  of  cotton  for  tlie 
period  covered? 

(See  "  oomparatiTe  prices  of  middling  cotton  at  New  Orleans  on  the  first  day  of  each 
monthdotingaperiod  of  five  years,"  record,  pages  65,  66.) 

T.  H.  N.  McPBEBSON, 

Special  Counts 
OEIHAUD  DE  CAUX, 

Per  CHA8.  A.  DB  CHAUBRUN, 

Oomuelfor  the  Fyench  S^piOUe. 

S.  B.  HOLABIXD,  colonel  and  brevet  brigadier-genera]  United  Btat«i  Army,  of  th» 
dty  of  Philadelphia,  aged years  or  tbeieabonta,  being  prodnced,  sworn,  and  exam- 
ined on  behalf  of  the  defendant,  depoeeth  as  follows; 

To  the  flist  interrogatory  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  he  anaweig  as  follows:  S.  B. 
Holabird,  colonel  and  Inevet  brigBdler-geueial  United  States  Army,  now  stationed  at 
Philadelphia,  on  duly  in  tlie  qnartermaster's  deportment  at  No.  1139  Oirard  street} 
reaideDoe,  No.  1303  Spmoe  street. 

To  the  second  interroutoiy  on  Oie  |)art  of  the  defendant  be  answers  aa  foUows:  I  waa 
in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States  dnring  the  entire  year  1863  as  colonel  United 
States  Army  and  chief  qnartermaator  of  the  Military  Department  of  the  Gnlf,  head- 
qOBTtera  at  New  Orleans,  Im.  ,  where  X  was  on  dnty  continoously  when  not  in  the  field 
in  that  military  department. 

To  the  third  interTogaton-on  the  partof  the  deftndantheanBwersasfollows:  As  chief 
(dBcer  of  Uie  qiiMtennaster's  deipartiment,  moat  of  tbe  captured  and  abandoned  piOMTtT 
tJiat  All  into  the  hands  of  the  army  was  turned  over  to  the  department  of  which  I  had 
c^iarae,aDd  in  that  way  it  oame  under  myconbol  and  ra^KmaibleanperTisionj  this  prop- 
er^ incladed  cotton,  an^r,  and  other  captored  or  abandoned  property;  the  cotton  thoa 
captnrvd  was  disposed  of  by  officers  nnder  my  orders  or  snpervision;  in  mabing  settle- 
ment fbr  the  proceeds  of  sale  of  a  portion  of  tliis  cotton  with  loyal  claimanta  it  became 
nenoMuy  to  aacertain  tiie  average  net  price  of  the  cotton  sold  on  account  of  the  United 
States  qoartennsHter's  department  during  the  year  1863  at  New  Orleans;  this  net  price 
was  deterioined  nndar  my  direction,  and  fbnnd  to  be  37  cents  per  ponnid  for  that  year 
on  the  baaia  of  onr  sales  made  for  the  qoartomuater's  department  at  New  Orleaos. 

To  the  fourth  intenngatory  on  Ute  port  of  the  defendant  he  answers  as  follows:  That 
statement  is  bne  and  correct  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief. 

To  tl)e  first  cmas-intenaptory  on  theparttH'theplaintiffheanswersas  follows:  I  was, 
as  I  have  stated  in  answer  to  the  third  interrogatory  on  the  part  of  the  defendant 

To  tbe  second  cross-interrogatory  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff  he  answers  aa  follows:  I 


Swam  and  snfaecribed  be&re  me  Uiis  11th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1B83. 

CHAfiLES  GILPIN, 
UMttdSbUfO 

CerUfloMe. 
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DOCDHENTART  EVIDENCE  FOB  DNITED  STATES. 

FOtd  Jamuwg  3,  1883.— IT.  F.  P.,  See. 

JtiLn  Pebbodht    1 

m.  I'No.M. 

Thb  Uhitkd  BTATia.  I 

Thkodokk  Talladk  ) 

M.  t-No.  214. 

The  United  Statu.  J 

EUOENIK  GlBAUD     1 

la.  f  No.  477. 

The  United  Statxs.  J 

W.  P.  PEDDKIOK,  E»q.,  SeerOary,  ite.: 

Youara  r«qae*t«d  to  tile  the  MaompaayiDgdocnnieiita  (pages  l-43uKliuin)  wilktk* 
pApen  and  proob  In  the  AboTe.«atilled  cues. 

V.  H.  EDWARDS, 
AwiilaiU  Qxauafor  Oe  Otittd  SfaAc 

In  the  Court  of  Cl^ms. 

JULEB  PKBBODIN      ] 

TBI  United  States,  j 

To  the  hoaorablfl  jndgee  of  the  United  Btatn  Canrt  of  CUims: 

The  petition  of  Jnlea  Perrodln,  who  reBides  fo  tfaeporiali  of  S)uatlAndiT,iB  tketek 
of  LonisUno,  reapectfhllj  reprcMntfi: 

That  he  Ih  ftn  alien,  m  snttject  of  the  Emperor  of  fthe  French,  and  slthoa^  a  wwdwt 
haa  never  been  natDralUed  a  citizen  of  the  United  State*;  thathehaenaidednaBritaa 
in  the  United  States,  and  has  not  in  an;  waj  ToliiDtaritj  aided,  abetted,  or  pw^  ca- 
oonragetnent  to  the  rebelliun  against  the  Oovemment  of  the  United  States. 

Your  petitioner  ftirthar  shows  that  on  the  Itltb  daj  of  Hay,  In  Ibe  jcar  1861,  be  ■■• 
raiding,  and  had  then  fi>r  many  years  resided  in  the  iifimaaiil  pariah  and  State^  ni. 
Saint  Ijtndr;,  in  the  State  of  Lonisiana,  and  was  then  and  then  the  trae,  lawfdL  aod 
bona  j)(f' owner  of  ^15  bales  of  cotton,  of  which  h«  was  then  and  (here  ia  pCMCcaUe  and 
qaiet  poHSMSian  as  owner;  but  that  on  the  da;  and  date  afbresaid  an  i^ent  of  the  Cnitid 
States,  to  wit.  Lient  Ool.  J.  D.  Sergeant,  of  the  Toloateer  fbreca  <a  the  UailEd  SMa 
iiMtcibl?.  ille^lly,  and  a^fnst  the  consent  of  jonr  petitioner,  depriTed  yoor  p*Ailiuo(r 
of  his  pmiifiriiiin  of  the  said  313  bales  of  cotton,  on  the  Use  and  illepi  pratoxt  that  the 
t»id  cotton  was  abandoned  by  its  owner  and  was  the  property  of  eoemieaofthe  Cniiid 
SUtee. 

And  yoar  petitioner  fttrther  ehowa  that  on  the  said  ISth  day  of  M^,  1SS3;  the  ofi- 
cers  and  agents  of  the  United  States  took  posMseicai  of  22  other  hala  of  eoltea,  the 
property  of  your  petitioner,  ibrcibly,  ille^lly,  and  against  bis  eoaacnt,  snder  the  bbc 
false  and  illrgal  pretext  that  the  said  22  bales  of  cotton  wov  -*"-*——*  by  Oe  ovwi 
and  were  the  property  of  eneniiee  of  the  United  States. 

And  yonr  petitionar  fbrther  ahowa  that  on  the  —  day  of  OOtibm  md  the  —  da;  <f 
Korember,  in  the  j«*r  18UI,  the  agents  and  ofBcxn  of  the  United  Stain  Iwdhly  mi 


d  ille^  pretext  tj 
d  by  the  owner  aod  was  the  properly  of  cDemka  at  the  United  StalM. 

Anlyoar  petitioner  Airth»  show*  that  the  Mid  oottotkaa  be  is  lateMed^ 
and  so  aSitnts  it  to  (his  court,  was  delivered  (otbe  agoila  of  tfasTVtaMiy  of  the  CMHd 
States,  and  by  them  soM.  aod  that  the  proraeds  tbacoC  amnwitiag  to  |R.»Ot  woe 
deposited  in  the  Tnaxni?  of  the  United  States  when  it  bow  nmsbb^  b;  nmm  ^  sO 
wfaK^h  (he  United  Stales  baie  beoMoe  liaUe  to  pay  to  biv.  ami  Moaaw  jwltTSS^ 
kcallT  indcMnl  onto  him  in  Ibe  said  sam  of  $97,300  with  latoeat. 

JUti  y«w  petition**'  fiuther  shows  that  in  tbe  nonth  of  Msai^  m  the  star  IWL  ■ 
the  ponah  ot  t^at  Landi^.  and  State  of  looisiaaa  sfaieasiil.  y««r  pHstiMs  wb  the 
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ill^pillT,  HDd  aftainst  tbe  will  andcoosHiitofyoar  petitioner,  took  posseesion  of  and  car- 
ried off  the  stud  8  hogsheads  of  ingar,  so  that  your  petitioner  was  thus  deprived  of  his 
property,  which  never  hue  beet)  restored  to  Mm,  nor  the  value  thereof,  whereby  tiie 
United  Statea  became  liable  to  pay  hint  the  value  thereof,  and  dow  are  justly  and  l^ally 
indebted  to  him  for  tb«  value  tiiereof,  with  intflrest,  to  wit,  the  aum  of  (2,215,  with  in- 

Wherefore  your  petitioner  praya,  the  premises  being  duly  considered,  that  in  doe 
courae  of  proceeding  this  petition  may  be  notified  to  the  officer  authorized  and  appointed 
by  law  to  represent  the  intereats  and  defend  the  cause  of  tbe  United  States  in  tbia  hon- 
orable court,  and  that  he  be  required  to  demur  to  or  traverse  this  petition  nitbin  the 
le^l  delays,  and  that  after  due  proceedings  shall  have  been  had  there  may  be  judgment 
in  favor  of  yoar  petitioner  and  against  the  United  States  in  the  full  sum  of  $99,415,  witll 
interest  as  afbresaid,  from  the  dates  of  the  illegal  takings  aforesaid;  and  he  prays  for  all 
such  other  relief,  aid,  remedy,  and  process  as  the  nature  of  his  case  may  require  and  law 

THEO.  H.  N.  Mcpherson, 

THOMAS  J.  DUIiANT, 

AUomeyli  o/  Petitioner!. 
DiaTKicr  OF  Columbia, 

IToMlin^oti  Qmntj/,  M.- 
Theodore H.  N.  McPheison,  being  duly  sworn,  says  that  he  holds  a  special  power  of 
attorney  in  writing  fiom  tbe  above-named  petitioner,  who  is  now  absent  from  this  dty 
and  in  Louimana;  that  no  assignment  of  the  claim  set  forth  in  the  above  petition  or  any 
port  thereof  or  any  interest  therein  has  been  made,  exk-eptasin  said  petition  stated;  that 
said  petitioner  la  justly  entitled  ta  the  amount  claimed  from  the  United  States,  after 
allowing  all  j  nst  credits  and  ofl^te,  and  that  all  the  fkcts  stated  In  said  petition  are  true. 
THEO.  H.  N.  McPHEHSON. 

Sworn  to  and  sahacribed  before  me  this  19tb  day«f  August,  I86S. 

[L.  8.]  EDM.  F.  BROWN, 

CammimoTier  o/  the  Cl>urt  of  Claimt. 

'  Uuil«d  States  Conrt  of  dainu,  December  t«nn,  1671. 

Jules  Pebbodin     1 

m.  iNo.  35«. 

Thr  Umitkd  Statis.  J 

Amended  petition. — Allowed  on  motion  made  May  13, 1872. 

"And  jmu  petitioner  (hrther  showeth,  that  if  there  has  been  alawftil  capture  of  tiM 
said  property  herein  set  forth,  as  he  undeistanda  is  asserted  by  the  United  States,  he  ia 
entatted  to  receive  the  net  proceeds  of  it  under  the  provisions  of  tbe  third  section  of  the 
act  of  Congreos,  approved  March  12,  1863,  entitled  '  An  act  t«  provide  for  the  collectian 
of  abandoned  property,  and  for  the  prevention  of  f^nds  in  the  insurrectionary  districts 
within  the  United  States, '  and  if  the  said  properly  was  lawAilly  captured  he  claims  tho 
benefit  of  the  said  act" 

T.  H,  N.  Mcpherson. 


Theodore  H.  N.  McPhereon,  attorney  in  bet,  especially  empowered,  being  dnlyswom, 
sf^s  Om  foots  contained  in  above  amended  petition  are  true. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  22A  day  of  November,  18T3. 

[1^  6.]  JOHN  EANDOLPH, 

Auittant  Clerk  Court  of  Ctaiau. 
Filed  November  22,  1673. 
H.  Ex.  236 33 
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JcLis  Pbrrodin 


Evidence  for  claimant. — Piled  June  18,  1 


First  general  interrogatory  by  the  pariah  judge:  Pleaae  state  yonr  name,  yonr  occnp*- 
tion,  yoar  age,  your  place  uf  reeideuce  the  past  year;  whether  yoQ  bave  any  interest. 
direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  nbicb  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  in  wliat  degree  ;oa 
are  related  totheflaimant. — A.  MynameisAcbilleBabinean;  lamaplanter;  lamfi'ftj- 
HCTeu  years  of  age;  my  residence  the  past  year  has  l>eenin  the  parish  of  La  Fayette,  Lon- 
laiaDa;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  theanlyectof  iaqniiy; 
I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  the  claimant. 
Being  interrt^ated  by  Hknby  L.  Oakland,  eoonsel  for  claimant,  the  witoew  sayi: 
It  is  to  my  knowledge  that  claimant  bad  at  Mr.  TheliomarGnidry  about  30or40  hales 
of  oottoD ;  Mr.  Onidry  resides  on  Caraocro,  in  the  parish  of  Baint  lAndiy ;  In  October  and 
November,  1863,  I  managed  the  plantation  of  Tbeliamar  Gnidiy,  and  fUso  Beo  Gnidry. 
liriagat  BenGnidry's;  the  distance  between  TbelismaiODidiyand  Ben  Guidiyisabont 
six  acres.  In  October  nod  November,  1863,  the  Federal  troops  nnder  Generd  Giora 
camped  npon  those  two  places,  and  after  the  battleof  Bayon  Bourbetu  they  took  loU  of 
the  cotton  In  the  seed  at  Thelismar  Gaidiy'a  plantation;  tliia  cotton  was  need  to  nuke 
bedding  for  the  wounded  soldiers;  this  cotton  was  put  in  mattrenes  and  emptied  in  tin 
honse  of  Mr.  Thelismar  Gnidry;  I  can't  etat«  bow  mnchof  said  cotton  was  taken  by  tlte 
Federal  troops;  tbey  remained  there  ftbont  eight  days;  I  saw  other  cottons  wasted  in  tbe 
yard  and  in  the  prairie;  said  cotton  was  not  paid  to  me  or  Ifr.  Tbeliamar  Gnidry;  ill 
the  cotton  on  Mr.  B.  Gnidry's  belonged  to  claimant. 
Cnm-examimttion  by  WtLLIAU  Fesbendkit,  Esq.,  ooniMel  fbr  the  United  Statca:* 
Q.  Please  state  what  yon  know  of  yonr  own  knowledge  relative  to  tbe  ownerahip  br 
claimant  of  the  cotton  spoken  of. — A.  I  was  not  present  when  tbe  cotton  was  sold;  bnl 
I  always  heard  by  Mr.  G.  Gnidry  that  be  sold  his  cotton  to  claimant;  the  cotton  in  tbe 
seed  only  was  taken  by  tbe  Federal  troops;  said  cotton  was  left  by  ttie  Federal  tn^ 
on  G.  Gnidry's  plantation. 

Second  general  interrogatoiy  by  tbe  parish  judge:  Do  yon  know  of  any  otbcr  malla 
relative  to  the  chum  in  qneation.    If  yon  da,  state  it  fhlly. — A.  I  do  not. 

hi. 
ACHILLE  +  BABIN£AD. 


First  general  interrogatory  hy  the  parish  jndge:  Please  state  yonr  name,  yonr  occapa- 
tion,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  yoo  bave  any  interMt. 
direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  tbe  snbject  of  inqaiiy,  tuid  in  what  degree  jon 
are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Thelismar  Gnidry;  my  occupation  tbatif 
a'planter;  I  am  thirty-eigbt  years  of  age;  my  remdence  the  past  year  has  been  in  Uw 
pariah  of  Saint  Landry ;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  (lit 
snbject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  to  tbe  cloimoDt. 

Being  interrogated  by  Hevbt  L.  GABLANt>,  Esq.,  counsel  for  tbe  claimant,  the  wit- 
ness says: 

On  tbe  ISth  of  September,  1862,1  sold  twenty  bales  of  cotton,  of  400  ponnds  eMh,  U 
claimant,  the  said  cotton  being  then  in  tbe  seed)  I  obligated  myself  to  gin'it  for  him, 
and  on  the  11th  of  Mart:h,  I8S3,  1  also  sold  to  bim  18,000  pounds  of  cattail  in  the  sted; 
I  was  paid  for  at  tbe  time  of  the  sale;  I  was  not  at  borne  in  tbe  fait  of  1863;  Iwasinlbt 
Confederate  Htatee  service;  I  passed  at  home  in  the  latter  jurt  of  ISe3,  after  the  Peden! 
troopa  i""i  lett;  I  saw  then  cotton  wasting  in  the  yard  and  in  the  ptairie;  I  noticed  llul 
tbe  ootton.I  bad  sold  to  claimant  was  missing  in  my  cotton-boose;  I  cannot  say  euctl; 
how  much  of  said  cotton  was  miasing;  I  judge  about  one-half  ont  of  the  two  lots  of  (ot- 
ton  sold  by  me  to  claimant;  begot  about  fifteen  or  eighteen  bales;  itwosaboolUwdtM 
of  the  war. 


Xioo^^lc 
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Croes-«xaiuiaed  by  William  Fbssbhden,  Esq.,  ooausel  for  the  United  Slates: 
At  the  time  I  RoUl  the  cotton  to  uUimant  he  lived  in  the  townof  Opeloiujoa;  lie  was  a 
meirhant ;  claimant  has  lived  in  thia  pariah  Bince  and  before  the  commeni^iaent  of  tbe 
TebelUon;  claimaat  paid  me  in  Confederate  money,  at  the  rate  of  9  (seals  per  pound  fur 
one  lo^  and  far  the  other  at  the  nit«  of  $30  a  thonsand;   1  went  into  the  CoafedeTale 
army  in  September,  IHIil,  and  remained  until  the  cloae  of  the  war;  I  live  from  Opelonsaa 
about  twelve  miles;  I  was  at  home  on  farlough  when  I  wld  said  cotton;  I  sold  to  claim- 
ant all  the  cotton  I  had  at  the  time;  all  uf  said  cotton  waaraised  in  theyear  IS'Jl;  Iwbb 
on  my  plantalion  two  or  three  days  altei  the  Federal  troopa  had  left  there;  1  was  there 
by  myself. 
Ite-examined  by  Heitby  L.  Garland,  Esq.,  conusel  for  the  claimant: 
At  the  time  I  Bold  the  cotton  to  claimant  I  was  oif  ing  him,  and  after  deducting  the 
amonnt  of  the  accounts  I  received  the  baJimce  due  me  in  Confederals  money. 

Second  interrogatory  by  the  parish  Judge:  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter  rela- 
tive to  the  claim  in  qneetion  ?   If  Tou  do,  state  it  folly. — A.   I  do  not. 

THELISMAH  GDIDEt. 

Bepoaitioii  of  Stany  Allwatchbs  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  tbe  39th 

day  of  December,  1868. 

First  genertf]  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  yonr  occn* 

pation,  your  age,  yonr  placBof  residence  the  post  year;  whether  you  have  any  interest, 

'direct  or  indirect,  in  the  clium  which  is  tbe  subject  of  inquiry,  and  in  what  degree  yon 

are  relaterl  to  the  claimant. — Answer.  My  name  ia  Slany  AUwatches;  my  occupation 

that  of  a  laborer;  I  am  flfty-two  yeais  of  age;  my  place  of  residence  the  past  year  has 

been  in  the  pariah  of  Saint  Liuidry;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim 

which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  to  the  clMmant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Hekry  L.  Qabland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  cbumuit,  tbe  wit- 

I  lived  at  Mr.  Francois  Vantrot  in  this  parish  in  the  yean  1862  and  1SS3;  I  was  then 
a  slave  of  Mr.  Vaatrot.  Mr.  Vautrot  had  98  bales  of  ootton  at  the  beginning  of  the 
war;  I  heard  him  say  that  he  sold  his  cotton  to  claimant.  [Objected  by  counsel  of  the 
United  States  to  the  introdnction  of  the  declaration  of  Mr.  Vautrot. }  I  saw  the  Fed- 
eral troope  take  said  cotton.  It  was  taken  by  Captain  Pope,  whom  I  knew,  because  lie 
was  often  at  the  boose  of  Hr.  Vaatrot;  said  cotton  was  carried  to  Borre's  Landing — tli« 
whole  lot  of  said  cotton  was  taken.  Mr.  Vautrot  was  at  home  at  the  time.  This  cot- 
ton was  taksn  when  General  Banks  first  came  here.  Hr.  Vaatrot  baa  left  this  country; 
he  said  he  was  going  to  BrazU. 

Cross-examined  by  Wn.LiAU  FBaaKUDKH!,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  Uuited  States: 

Mr.  Vautrot  lived  in  this  parish  until  after  Che  war  had  closed;  he  was  a  planter;  he 
had  ten  grown  slaves,  and  ^ildren  begiden;  hia  plantation  ia  6  miles  from  Opelousas; 
also  6  miles  to  Baire'a  Lauding.  Mr.  Vautrot'e  plantation  had  no  particular  name. 
The  cotton  above  alluded  to  was  raised  at  the  commencement  of  tbe  war.  Said  cot- 
ton was  baled;  I  do  not  remember  if  it  was  marked.  I  know  there  was  98  balee  of 
cotton,  because  I  baled  them  and  counted  them.  Tbey  were  under  a  abed  in  tbe 
Seld  about  '20  steps  froai  tbe  gin-house.  I  was  on  the  plautAtion  when  the  Federal 
troops  first  came  there;  the  only  troops  that  came  were  those  that  came  in  with  the 
wogonera  and  a  few  that  came  to  help  loading  the  wagons.  Mr,  Vantrot  was  at  borne 
at  the  time  be  delivered  the  cotton,  I  did  not  go  to  Barre's  Landing  with  the  cotton. 
I  do  not  know  if  the  cotton  went  to  Barre's  Landing,  but  it  took  that  direction.  It 
took  the  wagons  two  or  three  days  to  baal  the  cotton.  The  Federal  troopa  were  two  or 
three  weeks  in  tbe  parish  before  they  came  to  Mr.  Vautrot'a  plantation.  The  Federal 
troopa  remained  in  the  pariah  a  week  or  two  a^er  the  cotton  was  taken  away.  Mr. 
Vautrot  was  at  the  time  abont  fifty  years  old;  lie  had  a  Gimily,  his  wife  and  one  son; 
hia  son  was  then  seventeen  years  old;  he  was  not  in  the  Confederate  army.  I  do  not 
know  if  Hr.  Vantrot  was  in  Invar  of  the  Confederate  Government.  I  never  heard  bim 
!<ay,  I  saw  Captain  Pope  on  the  plantation,  to  be  sure,  once.  I  knew  his  name  at  that 
time — 1  knew  his  name  by  hearing  otheia  call  bim  Captain  Pope,  I  brought  com  to 
Opdousas  by  order  of  the  Confederates;  the  com  was  from  Mr.  Vontrot's  plantation;  I 
brought  about  eight  barrels.  Mr.  Vautrot  was  at  home  at  tbe  time;  he  did  not  tell  me 
to  bring  the  com.  The  men  who  came  after  the  com  told  me  Mr.  Vantrot  knew  it;  he 
did  not  tell  me  anything  about  it. 

Second  genera)  interro^toty  by  the  parish  judge.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter 
relative  to  the  claim  in  question  ?    If  yoa  do,  atale  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not 

hia 
STANY  +  ALLWATCHE8.     . 
•^''-         I     CiOOglO 
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Fitst  general  ioterrog»toiT  by  the  pariah  jndge.  Please  state  your  name,  ;oitr  ocra- 
p«tioQ,  four  age,  yoDT  place  of  resideoce  the  past  year;  -whether  yon  have  ooy  uUercft. 
direct  or  icdirect,  in  the  claim  nhich  la  thesol^ect  of  inqniiy,  and  irhetber,  and  iQwhal 
degree  jod  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  Mj  name  ia  Simon  Chretien;  m;  occopa- 
tion  is  Uiat  ofa  lahorer;  my  age  Uthirtj-ftTe  jeais;  my  residence  tbe  poatyearbMbeeo 
in  the  pariah  of  Saint  Ijtndij;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which 
is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  am  not  related  in  any  defcree  to  the  claimant. 

Bung  interrogated  by  Hekby  L.  Gabland,  F^.,  connael  for  the  claimant,  witncK 
aaya: 

I  lived  at  Hr.  Francois  Vantrot  in  the  parish  in  the  years  1862  and  1SS3;  I  was  then 
his  slave;  Mr.  Vantrot  had  on  his  place  06  bales  of  cotton;  I  know  he  sold  said  cot- 
ton to  claimant;  said  cotton  was  taken  by  onler  of  Captain  Pope,  the  flrst  time  the 
Federal  troops  came  here;  Mr.  Vaotrol  has  left  the  conntiy;  he  is  gone  to  Brazil;  the 
cotton  was  taken  to  Bsrre's  Ijandinic. 

Cross-examined  by  William  Fgssendbn,  coansel  for  the  United  States; 

There  was  other  cotton  on  Mr.  Vaatrot's  plantation,  bat  it  was  not  ginned  in  1862  tnd 
1863;  the  98  bales  of  cotton  were  ginned  the  year  before  the  Federal  troops  came  hfrr: 
I  know  there  were  08  bales  of  cotton,  becaase  I  counted  them  seveisl  times;  I  can't  tell 
if  the  cotton  was  marked. 

Q.  What  do  yuu  know  of  ronr  own  knowledge  relative  to  the  ownership  of  said  cM- 
ton  when  it  wax  taken  away  from  Van  trot 'a  plantation  ?— A.  I  know  nothing  ot  my  own 
knowledge  except  what  Mr.  Vautrot  told  me;  I  did  not  go  to  Baire's  Landing  wiih  the 
cotton;  the  cotton  took  the  direction  of  Baire's  Landing;  it  could  not  go  to  no  other 
landing  bnt  that  one;  I  saw  the  cotton  taken  away;  Mr.  Vantrot  was  at  homeatllie 
time;  three  wagons  came  to  take  the  cotton;  Vantrot's  plantAtJon  to  Barre's  landing  i> 
little  over  4  miles;  I  took  no  notice  how  many  bates  each  wagon  was  loaded  with;  the 
wagons  came  there  twice  a  day;  I  saw  them  haul  one  day  and  a  half ;  I  did  notsee  (Ikem 
haul  the  whole  of  the  cotton;  1  left  the  plantation  before  they  finished  hauling  the  cot- 
ton; the  cotton  was  in  the  field  dose  to  the  gin-house. 

B«-euimined  by  Hemby  L.  Gablakd,  counsel  tor  the  claimant; 

<}.  At  what  time  did  Ht.  Vautrot  tell  yon  that  the  cotton  belonged  to  clumaat,  which 
was  taken  as  abore  stal«d  by  the  FedertJs? 

(Objected  to  by  William  Fessenden,  coansel  for  the  United  States.) 

A.  Altei  the  Federals  had  taken  the  cotton,  when  I  left  tiie  plantation,  I  irmi  to  a 
neighbor  close  by. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  pariah  judge:  Do  you  know  of  any  otber  matts 
relative  to  the  claim  in  question  {  if  you  do,  state  It  fully? — A.  I  do  not. 

SIMON  -t-  CHBETIES. 


First  geneiAl  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  youroecap*- 
tion,  yonr  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  yoa  have  any  inlertsL 
director  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  whit 
d^^ee  are  you  related  to  the  claimant.  ? — A.  My  name  is  Pierre  L.  Gnidiji  my  ocat- 
pa^on  now  that  of  a  carpenter ;  I  am  fifty-five  years  of  age;  my  reaidence  the  post  year 
has  been  inthe  parish  of  Saint  Landry;  I  have  no  interest,  du'ector  indirect,  in  tlwcliiB 
which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  the  claimant. 
'  Being  interrogated  by  Henby  L.  Gabland,  Esq.,  oounsel  for  the  clainuuit,  Ik  wit- 
ness says: 

In  1882,  on  the  15th  of  April,  I  sold  to  claimant  nine  hales  of  cotton.  I  dcUvcnd 
said  cotton  to  him  in  Opelousas. 

Cron-examlnation  bj  William  Pkrskndem,  Esq.,  connael  tbr  the  United  Stsui: 

I  raised  the  nine  balea  of  eott«n  myself;  I  had  a  plantation  at  that  time;  I  mindnid 
cotton  in  the  year  1861 ;  I  made  the  trade  with  clamant  in  the  town  of  OpelooMi:  I 
believe  claimant  paid  me  9  oenls  per  pound;  I  received  no  money  IhMn  claimant;  I  .«> 
owing  him,  and  1  gave  him  the  cotton  in  order  to  p^  hlm^  I  hroaght  the  eottoa  >• 
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claimant  booh  ofterl  sold  it;  T  delivered  the  cotb 
I  believe  the  oottoQ  was  tuwrked.  as  much  as  1  c 
ncollection. 

Seooad  geoeral  iaterrogatoi;  b;  the  psrisb  judge:  Do  ;oa  know  of  aoy  other  matt^ 
telative  to  the  rlaim  iD  queatioa  ?    If  voa  do,  state  it  fall^. — A.  I  do  not. 

PIERRE  L.  GUIDHY. 


First  gencial  interrogatory  by  the  pariahjndge:  Please  state  ;oar name,  7onroccapa- 
tioB,  jonr  age,  jonrplace  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  70U  have  any  interest,  di- 
rect or  iodinict,  in  the  claim  which  ia  Che  saltject  of  inqairy,  and  whether  and  in  what 
d^ree  yon  are  related  to  the  claimant? — ^A.  My  name  is  Onezime  L.  Guidry;  my  occa- 
pation  is  that  of  a  planter;  I  am  tifly-seven  years  old;'  my  residence  the  past  year  baa 
been  in  the  pariah  of  Saint  Landry;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim 
which  is  thesal^ect  of  inqairy,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Hbnby  L.  Garland,  oonnsel  for  the  claimant: 

Q.  Uo  yon  know  that  claimant  hod  a  lot  of  seven  bales  of  ootbin  on  the  plantation  of 
Hypolito  A  Onidry  in  May,  1863  ? — A.  I  knew  it  from  the  declaration  of  Hr.  Hypolite 
A.  Gnidry. 

(Objected  t«  by  William  FaasEHDEN,  Esq.,  coansel  for  the  United  Statea.) 

I  know  that  said  cotton  was  taken  by  the  soldiers  and  officers  of  the  United  States 
Army;  I  was  present  at  Mr.  lite.  A.  Gnidry'a  when  the  cotton  wsa  taken  on;  I  can't 
tell  if  any  receipt  or  money  was  lell  for  the  cotton;  1  don't  know  what  disposition  was 
made  of  it;  I  don'i  know  the  name  of  the  officers  who  took  the  cotton. 

Cross-examination  by  Wa.  FessendEK,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  UniUid  States: 

1  do  not  know  if  said  seven  bales  of  cotton  were  marked.  I  cannot  tell  if  there  was 
any  other  cotton  on  the  plantation  of  Mr.  llto.  A.  Gnidry  at  the  time.  Mr.  Hypolite 
A.  Gaidiy  was  in  the  Confederate  army  at  the  time  said  cotton  was  taken. 

Second  general  question  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  you  koow  of  any  other  matter  rela- 
tive to  the  claim  in  qneetion?    If  you  do,  st«t«  it  folly. — A.  I  do  not. 

O.  L.  OUIDKY. 


First  general  intem^tory  by  the  poriiib  jndge:  Please  state  yonr  name,  your  occnpa- 
tion,  yonr  use,  yonr  place  of  renideuce  the  past  year;  whether  yon  have  any  interest, 
direct  or  indirect  in  the  claim  which  is  the  sultject  of  iujairy,  and  whether  and  in  what 
degree  yonare  related  to  the  claimant ? — A.  My  name  la  Widow  Lonig  Valien;  my  oc- 
cupation that  of  a  planter;  my  age  ia  sixty-four  yeara;  my  residence  the  past  year  has 
been  in  the  pariah  of  Saint  Landry;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim 
which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henby  L.  Garland,  Esq..  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  wit- 
ness says:  I  have  sold  to  claimant  in  December,  1662,  24  bales  ofcotton;  that  lot  of  cot- 
ton remained  on  my  plantation  from  the  time  I  sold  it  nntilitwas  taken,  and  I  am  well 
aati-ided  that  said  cotton  was  taken  the  first  time  the  Federal  troops  came  here  under  Oea- 
cral  Banks;  the  cotton  was  taken  by  Captain  Pope,  who  came  bock  here  afWr  the  war 
and  told  me  that  my  cotton  taken  daring  the  war  wonld  be  pnid  for. 

(Objected  to  by  counsel  for  the  United  States,  from  the  words,  and  told  me,  &&,  to 
the  conclusion  of  the  sentence. ) 

At  the  time  the  cotton  was  taken  my  son  waa  then  living  at  my  house;  no  receipt  was 
given  to  me  or  offer  mode  to  pay  for  said  cotton;  I  do  not  know  how  a  receipt  it  as  given  to 
my  son  or  on  offer  made  to  pay  him;  the  cotton  was  left  at  my  house  by  claimaot,  be- 
cause Barre's  landing  waa  the  nearest  shipping  port  from  my  house;  the  cotton  was  paid 
for  by  claimant  before  it  was  taken  by  the  Federal  troops. 

(?ra«e-ezamination  by  William  Fesbeiiden,  Esq..  counsel  Ibr  the  United  Statee: 

I  raised  the  cotton  myself  on  my  plantation.  I  believe  it  waa  In  1861.  Said  cotton 
was  raised  by  my  own  siavea.  I  traded  with  claimant  fbr  the  cotton  at  his  own  store; 
it  was  sold  for  12^  centa  per  poand.  I  took  the  whole  amount  of  the  cotton  in  claimant's 
store.  The  cotton  was  weighed  when  sold;  it  weighed  10,517  ponnds.  It  was  weighed 
bj^Mr.  Vantrotand  Daffy.  I  live  about  ".or  6  miles  from  the  town  of  Opeloosas.  The 
«otton  was  marked  D.  L.  V.  or  V.  L.  V.  I  don't  think  I  lived  more  thiin  5  miles  from 
Barre's  Landing;  I  am  not  positive.     When  my  son  died  he  was  about  forty-five  years 
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old.  He  died  dDring  the  war.  He  lived  wltb  me  on  my  plantelioii-  Mj  iod  dM 
while  in  the  Coofederate  armj.  My  plantation  belonged  to  me  at  the  time  of  the  war. 
It  ha«  been  told  since.  The  plantation  I  owned  daring  the  war  oae  to  briong  to  mj- 
father.  I  inherited  it  from  him  at  his  death.  There  was  other  cotton  on  my  place  wba 
the  twenty-four  bales  were  taken  by  the  Federal  troops,  bnt  it  belonged  to  Mr.  Lemon. 
and  was  alBO  taken  by  the  Federal  troope.  Idonnt  recollect  how  many  balee  Mr.  Lemon 
had;  I  believe  about  Ave  or  aii  boles.  Said  cotton  woe  raised  by  Lemon  «m  myplare. 
I  let  him  have  a  piece  of  land  to  cnltivato.  When  I  sold  claimant  my  cotton  it  v» 
ginned  and  baled. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  pariah  judge;  Do  yon  know  of  any  other  matter 
relative  to  the  claim  in  qnestiou?    If  yon  do,  state  it  fnlly. — Ana.  I  do  not. 


First  generaliDterrogatory  by  the  parishjndge:  FIeflsestateyonrDame,yoiiToccn]»tioii. 

J'Onr  place  of  residence  the  past  year,  yonr  age;  whether  yon  have  any  interest,  directs 
Ddirect,  in  the  claim  which  Ih  the  snbjectofinqniry,  and  whether  and  in  wbatd^nejoa 
ore  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  isCyprien  Damas;  my  occupation  is  thai 
of  field  laborer;  my  residence  the  past  year  has  been  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Loadiy:  Iiat 
thirty  yeare  of  age;  I  have  no  Interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  whicb  is  themb- 
{ect  of  luqniry,  and  1  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  claimant. 
Being  interrogated  by  Henby  L.  Gablanu,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  chumant,  the  wit 

I  was  a  slave  of  Widow  Lonis  VaJien  before  emancipation;  I  lived  with  her  np  to  1961, 
when  the  Federal  troope  first  came  here ;  I  know  that  there  were  bales  of  ootton  on  Un. 
Valien's  plantation  at  that  time;  I  can't  say  how  raany  tales;  all  the  cotton  thatiras 
there  has  been  taken  away  ;  I  do  not  know  the  oamea  of  the  persona  who  took  tbecM- 
ton,  bnt  I  know  it  was  taken  by  the  Federal  troope;  I  was  present  on  tbe  plantatim 
when  the  cotton  was  taken;  the  persons  taking  the  cotton  neither  give  receipt  or  paid 
therefor  to  me  or  any  other  person  that  I  know;  I  do  not  know  where  the  cotton  wk 
taken  to. 

CroHB-examinationbyWiLI.IAMFEBSENDRN,  Esq.,  connoel  for  the  United  Blatec 

Mrs.  Valien  had  then  abont  twelve  slaves;  her  son  did  not  have  any;  at  that  tiot 
Mrs.  Valien  had  no  other  children  bnt  her  son;  she  bad  lost  tbem;  I  never  Mt  Un. 
Valien's  plantation  when  the  Fedentls  came;  I  remained  until  tbe  year  after;  aflcrwuA 
I  lived  with  Joseph  Oonor;  I  left  Mrs.  Valien  a  year  after  the  war  was  over. 
Re-ezamLned  by  HENRY  L.  Garland,  connsel  for  tbe  claimant: 

I  reuiained  with  Mi^.  Valien  nntil  the  war  was  over. 

Second  general  interrcf(utory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  yoa  know  of  any  oUier  matter 
relative  to  the  claim  in  queatiou;  if  yon  do,  state  it  Mly? — A.  1  do  not 

CYPRIEN  +  DAMAS. 


First  general  interrogalory  by  the  parish  judge:  Please  state  yonr  name,  ywff  onap^ 
tion,  your  a«e,  yonr  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  yon  have  oaj  iatcmL  d:- 
rect  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  snbject  of  inquiry,  and  wbetber  ood  ia  "*« 
degroe  you  are  related  to  the  claimant?— A.  My  name  is  Joseph  O,  Hi|giwh»hMi;  ■.* 
occupation  that  of  a  planter;  I  am  thirty-one  years  old;  my  racddaiMe  Oe  part  y«r  M 
been  in  the  parishof  Saint  Landry;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  tbe  ctw^""" 
is  the  snbject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  doimanL 

Being  intonogated  by  Hknby  L.  Gabund,  connsel  for  tin  cloiuoat,  tbt  wrta* 

As  the  agent  of  Mrs.  Percy  Breanx,  my  mother-in-law,  I  sold  to  claimant  ™^n»?; 
1862  sixteen  bales  of  cotton;  I  do  not  remember  if  i»id  cotton  was  marked;  IbebereiJ 
was'  and  about  the  same  time  as  agent  of  my  mother.  Widow  G.  niMiBbnlbM,  I «« 
MTcn  bales  to  eaid  claimant;  I  think  said  seven  bales  were  marked  with  ha  ivteli  * 
O  H  ■  I  don't  recollect  if  »id  two  lota  of  ootton  were  delivered  at  tbe  ^i^ 
tbe  town  of  C^OOMsj  the  lot  belonging  to  my  mother  I  am  eertam  —  ** 
Hte.  A.  Goidry's  gin. 
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CroM-eiBmiiiation  by  Williau  Fbssenden',  Eaq.,  coniisel  for  the  Caitcd  States: 

Mrs.  Breanz  nised  the  16  bales  of  rotton  beisetf;  she  owned  a  plantutjon  about  11 
miles  from  Opelooaaa  in  this  parish;  at  tbe  time  of  sale  MiB,  BreaQz  was  a  widow;  she 
had  two  children  at  the  time;  one  whs  about  20  years  old  and  tbe  other  16  years;  her 
hDsband  has  been  dead  about  seven  or  eight  yeais  ago;  Mis.  Breaoz's  plantation  on 
wbicb  said  cotton  was  nused  was  loeat«d  on  railroad  land;  she  baa  no  title  for  it;  she 
raised  said  cotton  with  ber  own  «]ave«;  her  children  bod  no  iotereet  in  those  slaves;  an« 
or  two  of  f^id  sIbtcs  were  owned  by  ber  bneband  before  be  died;  be  lell  no  will  at  his 
death;  Mia.  Breanz's  children  might  bare  an  interest  in  said  two  staves,  bat  I  do  Dot 
know;  Mrs,  Breans  had  fourteen  slaves;  said  16  balea  were  raised  in  the  year  1861;  I 
had  no  written  authority  from  my  mother-in-law  to  sell  said  cotton;  at  the  time  she  had 
DO  otber  cotton;  when  I  made  the  bargain  with  claimant  the  cotton  was  at  Hr.  Hte.  A. . 
Gnidry'sgiD;  tbecottoDwos  baled  at  the  time;  Mr.  Hte.  A.  Gnidry's  gin  ia  about  12 
miles  from  the  town  Opeionsaa;  I  made  tbe  bargain  with  claimant  at  his  store  in  tbe 
town  of  OpelousaBj  claimant  gavetencenta  per  pound  forthe  cotton;  I  do  not  remember 
if  I  agre^  to  deliver  the  cotton  in  Opelonsas;  I  don't  thinh  I  delivered  the  cotton  in 
Opeloasas;  I  don't  think  it  was  delivered  at  the  gin  of  Mr.  Hte.  A.  Guidiy;  I  do  not 
know  if  claimant  hauled  the  16  bales  of  cotton  from  the  gin;  I  don't  recollect  having 
seen  claimant  after  I  sold  the  cotton;  claimant  paid  some  money  for  the  cotton  and  the 
balance  was  paid  in  goods;  the  money  he  paid  for  tbe  cotton  was  not  Confederate  money; 
1  was  in  the  Confederate  army;  not  at  that  time,  but  afterwards. 

Q.  What  do  yon  mean  bysaying  that  yon  delivered  said  sixteen  batesof  cotton  at  the 
gin? — A.  I  mean  that  I  sold  the  cotton  to  be  delivered  there  and- that  through  my  orders 
it  was  delivered  to  claimant  there. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  yonr  own  knowledge  that  said  eotton  was  delivered  to  clainuutt 
there?— A.  I  do  not;  my  mother  raised  the  seven  bales  of  cotton  above  allnded  to;  she 
bas»  plantAtiou  which  she  owns  beraelf;  she  bonght  it  at  the  sale  of  her  dead  hnsbond; 
mj  mother  bad  then  ten  children;  sud  seven  bales  were  raised  in  1S61  by  her  children; 
tbe  cotton  was  ginned  and  baled;  at  tbe  time  it  was  sold  at  it  was  at  HL  A.  Guidry'a 
gin;  it  was  marked  v.  O.  H.;  claimant  paid  the  same  prioe  for  said  cotton  as  he  did  fbr 
tbe  lotof  nzteen  bales;  said  cotton  was  paid  in  money  and  in  advances  roade  previonsly; 
I  made  the  bargain  with  claimant  in  his  store  at  Opelousas;  I  was  not  to  bring  the  oot- 
ton  in  Opelousas;  be  was  to  take  the  ootton  at  Mr,  H.  A.  Guidry's  ^n;  I  saw  claimant's 
wagon  going  away  from  the  gin  with  tbe  seven  bales  of  cotton;  it  was  a  week  or  two 
after  the  sale;  claimant  was  not  there  at  the  time;  I  did  not  see  him;  I  was  not  in  this 
parish  when  the  Federal  troops  Srst  came  here;  I  was  with  the  Confederate  troops  in  tbe 
parish  of  Rapid«a;  I  had  no  written  authority  from  my  mother  to  sell  her  cotton ;  it  was 
verbal;  of  the  lot  of  sixteen  bales  they  all  went  over  400  pounds,  except  one  that  weighed 
less  than  four  hundred;  atler  refreshing  my  reoollection  by  ezamination  of  the  books  I 
would  slate  that  tbe  sixteen  bales  weighed  7,254  poands  and  the  seven  bales  weighed 
2,670  ponnds. 

Second  genentl  interrogatory  by  the  parish  jndge:  Do  you  know  of  any  other  mattw 
relative  to  tbe  claim  In  qneetion?    If  yon  do,  state  it  fally. — A.  I  do  not. 

JOSEPH  JENISEN  HIGGINBOTHOM. 

First  general  interrogatoiy  by  the  parish  judge;  Please  state  your  name,  yonr  occnpo- 
tion,  yonr  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  post  year;  whether  you  have  any  interest,  di- 
rect or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  what 
degree  yon  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Edmond  F.  Ouidiy;  my  oc- 
cupatjon  that  of  planter;  I  am  thirty  yeaiB  of  age;  my  residence  tbe  past  year  has 
been  in  the  polish  of  Saint  Landry ;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim 
wbicb  is  the  enttjecl  of  inquiry,  and  1  am  not  related  in  any  iegiM  to  daimant. 

Bring  interiDgBted  by  Hsnbt  L.  Oaslakd,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  tbe  wit- 
neessays: 

Isold  to  claimant  at  tbe  beginning  of  the  year  1863  fbnr  bates  of  cotton;  I  deliveied 
said  cotton  at  the  gin  of  Hte,  A.  Gnidry;  said  cotton  weighed  1,706  pounds. 

Cross- ezamination  by  William  Fessbnden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

I  raised  said  ootton  myself  In  the  year  1861  on  my  plantation,  situated  about  twelve 
miles  fh)m  the  t«wn  of  Opeionsaa.  I  bai^ned  with  claimant  for  my  cotton  at  bis  store 
in  Opelousas.  Said  cotton  was  ginned  and  haled  when  I  sold  it.  Claimant  agreed  to 
give  me  10  cents  per  pound;  he  paid  me  part  in  money  and  part  in  goods. 

Question.  What  dcdlverydid  yon  mokeof  said  ootton? 

I  told  claimant  that  tbe  4  bales  of  cottmt  were  at  tbe  gin  of  Hte.  A.  Onidiy.  and  to. 
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take  Uicm.     I  did  not  eee  the  cotton  banled  awfty.     I  was  in  the  Omfedente  umT.    1 
don't  know  if  the  bales  ofixittan  were  marked. 

Second  general  inteirogatoiy  by  the  parlBh  Judge:  Do  yoa  know  of  any  other  mattei 
relative  to  the  claim  in  qneetion?    If  yon  do,  state  it  lully. — A.  I  do  not. 

EDUOfJD  P.  ODIDST. 


First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  Judge:  Pleaee  state  joor  nanie,  yonr  occnpa' 
tion,  year  age,  yonr  place  of  reaidenoe  the  past  yeari  whether  yon  hare  any  iotereK, 
director  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  ie  the  snlyect  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  wlul 
'  degree  yon  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  ie  Fanl  Hebeit;  my  occopatia 
ia  that  of  a  planter;  I  am  thirty-two  years  old;  my  residence  the  past  year  has  been  n 
the  parish  of  Saint  Landry.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  it 
the  snbject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Hekry  L.  Gablamd,  Esq.,  conneel  for  the  claimant,  the  witr 


Croas-examination  by  WiLLiAH  FSS8ENDRN,  Esq.,  coonsel  fin  the  United  Stata: 
I  raised  said  cotton  myself  on  the  plantation  of  Hte.  A.  Onidiy;  I  wmked  on  shaita 
I  made  the  bargain  with  claimant  for  my  cotton  at  his  store  in  thetowuof  Opalmiaas, 
.  Q.  Did  yon  peraonally  deliver  the  said  cotton  tocloiroaot  at  Onidiy's  gin  ? — A.  1  did 
not;  I  do  not  recollect  having  seen  claimant  at  Hte.  A.  Gnidry'sgin;  I  told  bim  that  my 
cotton  was  at  Hte.  A.  Guidry's  gin  and  togoond  tokeit.'  I  gotten  cents  per pMind  fct 
Bud  cotton.  I  received  part  in  money  and  the  balaooe  in  gocMS.  The  money  was  Ceo- 
federate  money ;  I  was  in  the  Confederate  army. 

Second  general  interro«:atory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  yon  know  of  any  other  nutto' 
relative  to  the  claim  in  qneati<m?    If  yon  do,  statoit  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

PAUL  +  HEBERT. 
ntbe3lM 

First  generalinterrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  yonr  oocapa- 
iion,  yonr  age,  yonr  place  of  residence  the  past  year,  and  whether  yon  have  any  intMot 
director  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  sntyect  of  inquiry,  and  wheUier  and  inwhM 
degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A,  My  name  is  HypoliteA.  Gnidiy;  my  occnpa- 
tion  is  that  of  a  planter;  I  am  thirty-seven  years  old;  my  reaidenoe  the  past  year  hv 
been  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry;  I  hsve  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  Om  dain 
which  is  the  snlyect  of  inqairy,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  claimanL 

Being  interrogated  by  Hknby  L.  Gabland,  Esq.,  ooiuuel  fiir  claimant,  the  witness 

I  have  ginned  Mis.  P.  Breanx's  crop  of  cotton  in  ISfll;  I  also  ginned  widow  Gilts 
Higglnbotbom's  crop  the  same  year.  I  also  ginned  that  year  ibr  Edmond  Gnldiy;  I 
also  ginned  for  Pierre  Lonis  Gnidry  that  year;  also  for  Panl  Hebert  that  ycftr;  alwloc 
Mrs.  William  Fisher,  and  for  Valentine  D.  Breanx.  I  went  in  the  Confederate  army  io 
May,  1862.  Panl  Hebert's  cotton  was  at  my  gin  at  that  time.  1  can't  recollect  whether 
Valentine  D.  Bresnx  and  Mrs,  William  Fisher  whs  there.  J  can'treoolleet  whether  I  de- 
livered upon  the  order  of  claimant  the  crops  of  Mrs.  P.  Breanxtmd  Ura.  Oilea  Big^ 
bothom.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  I  delivered  the  crops  of  Edmond  Gnidry  and  Piene 
Lonis  Gnidry  to  claimant  or  order.  Paul  Hebert  had  four  bales  of  cotton.  1  am  not 
sure,  but  I  think  Mis.  Fisher  had  two;  Valentine  D.  Breanx  had  one.  Tretnrned  borne 
within  twelve  months  after  entering  the  Confederate  service;  I  think  I  came  home  lii 
or  seven  months  after  my  entering  service.  I  can't  leooUect  if  Mrs.  Fisher,  ValHitiD« 
D.  Breauz,  and  Panl  Rebcrt's  cotton  was  at  my  gin  then.  I  know  that  Valentine  D. 
BreAUi,  Mis.  Fisher,  and  Panl  Hebert  sold  their  crop  to  claimant. 

Cros-evamination  b;  William  Fessenden,  oonnsel  for  the  United  States; 

Q.  What  do  youknowof  yonr  own  knoviledgerelatiTe  to  any  aalesof  cotton  by  Hebert, 
BrMns,  and  Mrs.  Fisher  todaimant? — A.  I  know  it  bccanse  Breanz,  Hebert,  and  Mrs- 
Fisher  told  me  that  they  had  sold  their  cotton  to  claimant,  who  told  me  that  ht  pur- 
chased their  cotttm.    Ileither  of  these  persons  were  present  when  claimant  told  me  be 
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pnrctaased  tbeii  cotton,  dot  claimant  present  when  they  told  me  that  they  hod  sold  their 
cotton  to  him.  1  do  not  recollect  il'  either  of  the  cottoD  I  had  ginned  was  marked.  I 
do  not  recollect  when  I  came  the  first  time  home  Irom  the  arm;  if  I  oune  on  fnrlongh; 
at  that  time  I  belonged  to  a  company  of  cavalry  which  was  disbanded.  If  I  came  back 
home  when  my  company  was  diabanded,  and  I  remained  at  bome  three  or  foar  moutba, 
and  if  on  fttrloogh  two  or  three  days. 

Second  general  ioterrogatory  by  the  pariah  jndge:  Bo  yon  know  of  any  othei  matt«r 
■elative  to  the  claim  in  question?    If  yon  do,  state  it  fnlly.— A.  I  do  not. 

HYPOLITE  A.  GUIDHY. 

Depontion  of  Narcissb  Zebinoue  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelooens,  !>.,  on  the  31st 
day  of  December,  1866. 

First  general  intern^atory  by  the  pariah  Jndge:  Please  state  yoar  name,  your  occupa- 
tion, yonr  age,  yonr  pUce  of  reridence  the  past  yenr;  whether  yon  have  any  interest, 
^rect  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  yon  are 
related  in  any  degree  to  the  claimaut. — A,  My  name  is  NarcisKe  Zeringnei  my  occupa- 
tion that  of  wagoner;  I  am  fifty-nine  years  old;  my  place  of  residence  within  the  last 
year  has  been  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Ijmdry;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in 
the  claim  which  is  the  snbject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  tbe 
claimaut. 

Being  interro^ted  by  Henby  L.  Gablakd,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  wit- 

I  waa  employed  in  1862  by  claimant  to  hanl  cotton  for  him;  I  hauled  cotton  for  him 
Ic  Mr.  Svariste  de  Caillon's  plantation,  about  one  mile  aud  a  half  from  the  town  of 
Opelonsos;  I  hauled  about  6U  bales  of  cotton,  more  or  lees;  I  am  certain  of  80  bales;  I 
hauled  all  the  cotton  he  had  at  bis  store  at  that  time;  I  recollect  that  some  of  said  cot- 
ton had  been  hauled  by  me  from  E'te  A.  Guidry's  gin;  about  that  lime  I  hauled  cotton 
from  Charles  B.  Smith  to  claimant's  store;  the  cottou  I  hauled  for  claimant  to  bis  store 
in  Opelossas  from  H'te  A.  Gnidry  and  Ctiarles  B.  Smith  was  part  of  the  eighty  bales  I 
hauled  from  the  claimant's  store  toV'tede  Caillon;  I  made  ai^beil  at  Mr.  de  Caillon's  to 
pod  the  cotton;  I  was  at  Mr.  de  Caillon's  two  or  three  weeks  tiefore  the  Federal  troops 
came  here  for  the  purpose  of  fliiog  the  shed  nnder  which  the  cotton  was  stored,  as  the 
«attte  were  eating  the  cotton;  all  of  said  cotton  was  there  when  I  was  there  the  last 
time;  1  did  not  go  there  afUr  the  Federals  went  away. 

Croea.examined  by  Williau  Fbssbsbbs,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

Q.  How  do  you  recollect  it  was  in  1S62  that  you  hauled  said  cotton  tcoia  claimant's 
dtore? — A.  1  do  not  recollect  the  time;  I  just  know  it  was  about  that  time;  it  was  in 
the  spring;  I  do  not  recollect  at  what  time  in  the  spring. 

Q.  How  do  you  recollect  the  number  of  bales  yon  hauled  from  the  store  ? — A.  I  recol- 
lect it  by  the  number  of  bales  I  bnnled  f¥om  the  two  gins  to  cMmant's  store,  and  also 
Ity  the  number  of  bales  which  were  hauled  there  by  another  man, 

Q.  Wbo  was  the  other  person  who  hauled  cottou  to  claimant's  store  ? — A.  It  was  Mr. 
Onutrot;  I  saw  him  haul  that  cotton  there;  I  can't  recollect  how  many  bales. 

Q.  How  many  bales  did  you  haul  from  H'to  A.  Guidry's  gin,  and  how  many  f^om 
Smith's?— A.  I  can't  recollect  how  nmoy  bales  exactly;  I  know  I  hauled  from  one  gin 
twenty-Sve  bales,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect;  from  the  other  I  cannot  recollect  if  it  was 
thirty,  more  or  less;  it  is  so  long  ago  I  can't  recollect;  I  hauled  cottou  from  Mr.  Guidry's 
ma  in  the  spring;  it  was  the  same  spring  I  hauled  the  cotton  from  claimant's  store  to  E. 
de  Caillou;  I  hauled  cotton  from  Smith^  gin  at  the  same  time  I  hauled  from  Guidry's 

Q.  Was  the  cotton  that  you  hauled  fVou  Guidry  and  Smith's  ginsmarked;  if  bo,  what 
were  the  marks  on  each  lot? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  if  said  cotton  was  marked  or  not. 

Q.  Was  thecotton  yoa  hanledfromclaimant'sstoremarked;  if  so, how? — A.  Idon't 
recollect  if  said  cotton  was  marked  or  doL 

Q.  How  did  yon  recognize  the  cotton  you  hauled  trom  the  store  as  the  same  as  that 
von  hanled  from  the  gins? — A.  I  only  know  that  said  cotton  was  piled  npintbesame 

Q.  Areyousnreit  was  the  same  cotton,  or  part  of  the  same? — A.  lam  certain  it  was 
the  same  cottou. 

Q.  How  are  yon  sure  it  was  the  same  cotton? — A.  I  am  anre  of  it  because  I  piled  the 
ootton  myself  in  claimant's  store;  it  was  divided  in  two  lots;  one  lot  was  outside  of  the 
bonae,  covered  with  plauks,  and  the  other  lot  in  the  warehouse. 

Q.  If  the  cotton  hauled  there  had  been  taken  away  by  some  one  else  and  other  cotton 
put  there  in  its  place,  would  you  have  known  it  was  the  same  cotton? — A.  I  don't  ex- 
pect I  would  have  knovm  it;  I  can't  tell  what  distance  is  Charles  B.  Smith's  gin  ftom 
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Opeloiuaa;  the  gin  of  Hr.  Smith  is  tlie  nearest  ftom  OpeloD 

£.  de  Chilian's  plantatiou  is  about  aoutheaat  from  Opelon.  _ 

the  cotton  on  de  CoilloD'a  plamtstion,  bccsiue  be  said  all  the  cotton  had  to  be  ti^cD 
away  from  the  town  of  Opeloneas ;  he  wanted  hia  cotton  boiiled  to  Hr.  de  CaiUm'i ;  tbe 
cotton  WBH  piled  in  an  open  place  close  ta  tba  wooda,  in  tbe  pestnre.  and  aftei  a  >hed 
was  pnt  over  it;  I  helped  pat  the  covering  over  it;  all  the  cotton  at  that  time  in  Ope- 
lonsaa  was  haoted  awa;;  it  was  HomethiU);  alKiat  a  month  or  twomontha  befiwethe 
Fedemls  came  here;  I  am  not  poeitiTe;  I  mean  the  first  time  the  Fedenl  troops  came 
hete;  tbey  remained  here  about  one  month;  the  cotton  was  placed  abont  two  hondnd 
jords  from  de  CaiUon's  house;  the  hoose  could  be  seen  where  the  cotton  w*s;  1  don't 
lecollectif  de  Caillon  whs  at  home  at  the  time  I  hanled  the  cotton;  the  cotton  conld  not 
be  seen  tatax  the  road;  there  was  a  man  with  me  who  helpn  load  and  mhImH  aod  toU 
me  where  to  pnt  the  cotton;  I  can't  recollect  the  mtui's  name;  be  lived  in  the  town;  he 
was  a  ivbite  man. 


Fitst  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  Judge :  Please  8t*te  your  name,  yoor  oe- 
onpation,  yonr  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  voa  have  any  in- 
terest, direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inqniry,  and  whether 
and  In  what  de)nve  yon  are  related  to  the  claimant  f — A.  Uj  name  la  Onezime  A. 
Oaidry ;  mj  occnpation  is  that  of  plantor ;  1  am  fifty-three  years  old ;  my  reaidcnee 
within  the  past  year  has  been  in  the  pariah  of  Saint  Landry ;  I  have  no  interest,  di- 
rect or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  snbject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  is 
any  dOKTee  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Hknrt  L.  Oakland,  Esq.,  oonnael  for  the  claimant,  the  wit- 
In  tbe  beginning  of  the  year  186S I  sold  to  claimant  SO  bales  of  cotton,  and  they  fe- 
mained  on  my  plantation  nntil  the  year  18B3 ;  I  left  ray  plantation  a  day  or  two  be- 
fore the  Federal  troops  came  here;  tbe  cotton  was  then  ou  my  plantation;  I  came 
back  about  six  weeks  after  I  left  hoAie ;  the  Federals  were  then  gone ;  when  I  came 
back  home  tbe  cotton  was  Kone. 
CroBS-examination  by  Wm.  FssaE^rDKN,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 
I  raised  said  cotton  on  my  plantation  in  the  year  186}  with  my  slaves ;  I  sold  thii 
cotton  t«  claimant'  at  the  l>eginning  of  the  year  IWQ ;  I  made  tbe  bargain  with  claim- 
ant, as  well  as  I  can  recollect,  in  his  own  store ;  I  sold  my  cotton  at  the  rate  of  iC> 


ints  per  pound ;  I  sold  said  cotton  to  claimant  on  accouut  of  a  note  he  held  uait 
me,  given  for  a  store  accoont;  when  I  sold  the  cotton  I  agreed  to  keep  it  nndrr  tin 
gallery  of  a  corn-crib  ;  I  had  some  other  cotton  at  that  time,  abont  %  or  :t9  bales; 
out  of  that  cotton  Isold  16  or  30  bales  to  Mr.  Bloch  ;  1  think  16  hales;  there  wasaln 
on  my  place  9  bales  which  did  not  belong  to  me;  said  9  bales  belonged  to  ideie 
Oaidry  ;  alt  of  said  cotton  was  piled  op  together  when  I  left  my  plantation ;  wbes  I 
left  1  went  to  Houston,  Tex.,  and  left  to  escape  the  Fnlerals;  I  voted  against  seces- 
sion, but  after  Louisiana  seceded  I  took  part:  with  my  native  State,  and  I  went  tbe 
whole  fignre.     I  do  not  recollect  if  the  cotton  I  sold  claimant  was  marked. 

€, !S 1  :_. . i._  II ;„t  :..j— .  n,  yon -yon  know  of  ai 

Bltfnllyf— A.  Idol 
ONEZIME  A.  OTIIDRT. 


Rrat  general  interrogatory  by  the  pariah  Judge :  Fleaae  state  your  name,  yooroeeB. 
pation,  yonr  age,  yoor  nlaoe  of  re^dence  the  past  year;  whether  yoa  have  aoy  inter- 
est, direct  or  i^di^ecl,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  snhjsct  of  inqniry,  and  whetber  tad 
in  what  degree  yon  an  related  to  (he  clairaaat  T— A.  Uy  name  is  Adele  Guidry ;  *J 
oooapstiou  is  that  of  a  seamstress ;  I  am  4S  years  old;  I  have  no  inteitat,  direct « 
indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  thesubject  of  inqniry;  lam  not  related  iaaoydefiw 
to  the  claimant ;  my  i«aidence  baa  been  for  the  past  year  in  the  pariah  of  Saint  Lan- 
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B«iog  lDl«rMgated  by  Hbkrt  L.  Cuiland,  Esq.,  ooansel  for  the  olaimaut,  th* 
wituesa  say  a: 

I  resided  on  the  plantation  ofOnezimeA.  Gnidry  dnrin);  the  mholu  year  18(t3;  thero 
was  ootton  on  HBid  plantation  wjien  the  Federal  troops  firflt  came  here  in  18(S3;  the 
cotton  was  ander  the  gallery  of  the  cnrn-crlb;  I  waa  present  when  said  cotton  was 
taken  away  ;  the  Federal  troops  took  that  cotton;  the  Federal  troops  then  occnpied 
the  parisli  of  Saint  Landry;  I  don't  know  the  names  of  the  perauna  who  took  that 
cotton  ;  a  few  days  after  the  cotton  was  taken  away  a  oiau  who  said  his  name  naa 
Joba  Royston  came  to  the  hnnse  and  told  me  that  he  belonged  to  Che  company  who 
took  the  oottoD ;  persons  taking  the  cotton  neither  gave  a  reoeipt  or  paid  therefor  to- 
me, or  an  far  aa  I  know  to  any  peraon  on  the  plantation. 

CroB«-«xami nation  by  Wm.  Fesbemdek,  Eat].,  counsel  for  the  United  Statea: 

I  owned  9  bales  of  the  cotton  tbat  was  taken  away ;  I  and  niy  children  and  peraonB. 
I  enraged  packed  said  cotton  in  the  field,  with  the  permission  of  Mr.  Ooezime  A. 
Guidt-y ;  I  don't  think  ^aid  9  halns  were  marked ;  the  Federal  tniope  uame  on  the 
place  about  10  o'clock  iii  the  morniuR  and  left  at  about  3  or  4  o'clock  in  the  evening  ; 
there  was  no  white  person  on  the  plantation  except  a  man  by  the  name  of  Henri, 
who  dono  nothing  on  the  place  but  buntinK ;  about  15  Federals  came  to  the  planta- 
tion 1  I  don't  know  how  many  wagons  they  hud  ;  not  many,  because  they  made 
aeveral  loads  and  even  took  a  wagon  nn  the  place ;  the  puraons  that  came  oii  the  plun- 
tatioD  bad  blue  coats  and  pantaloons ;  they  hod  caps  ;  they  were  armed  ;  I  did  not 
see  the  Federals  except  on  the  plantation  ;  I  was  there  all  the  time;  they  were  on 
the  plantation  and  aronnd  it  dnring  three  or  four  weeks  while  they  occupied  thia 
parish  ;  Mr.  Guidry's  plantation  from  Opelonaaa  is  about  3  or  4  miles. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  Judge :  Do  you  know  of  any  other 
matter  relative  to  the  claim  in  qaestion ;  if  you  do,  state  it  inlly  1 — A.  I  do  not. 

ADELE  X  GUIDBT. 


enpation,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  yon  have  any 
interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  ia  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether 
and  in  what  degree  yon  are  related  to  the  claimant  t — A.  My  name  is  John  Bte, 
Lonaillier;  my  occupation  is  that  of  a  laborer;  I  am  forty-aeven  years  old;  I  bartt- 
no  jnterent,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  clsim  which  ia  the  subject  of  controversy  ;  my 
residence  the  past  year  has  been  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  and  I  am  not  related  in 
any  degree  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  coanael  of  Ibe  claimaat,  the  witness  says: 
I  always  lived  in  the  pariah  of  St.  Landry  from  my  birth;  I  was  Ete.  de  Caillon's 
slave  before  and  during  the  war,  and  resided  in  his  place  near  the  town  of  Opelonsas; 
I  was  on  that  plantation  when  the  Federal  troops  came  here  iit  the  sprinK  of  1863; 
1  do  not  remember  who  commanded  tbe  Federal  troops  at  that  time;  Hr.  de  Caillun 
had  no  cotton  at  the  time  on  hia  place  ;  he  raiaed  no  cott«n  ;  them  was  no  cotton  on 
the  place  except  what  claimant  pat  there ;  the  cotton  was  baled ;  I  do  not  remember 
how  many  bales  there  was  ;  there  woa  a  big  lot  of  them ;  I  do  not  remember  if  Ete. 
de  Caillon  was  on  his  place  when  the  cotton  was  lirat  hauled  ;  Mr.  Tenodin  requested 
me  t«  take  care  of  the  cotton  and  see  tbat  the  creaturea  did  not  eat  it ;  there  was  « 
shed  over  the  cotton;  I  did  not  kaow  who  pnt  thrre;  Mr.  E.  de  Caillon  waa  on  tbe 
place  after  the  cotloo  was  hauled;  be  was  away  from  home  when  the  Federal  Army 
came  here;  the  cottoo  waa  taken  away  by  the  Yankees;  strangers  to  me  and  the 
country;  I  expectthe  FederalArmy  wasbere  at  tbe  time;  these  persons  who  took  the 
ootton  were  dresseil  assoldiera;  they  wore  dressedin blue  cloth,  1  believe;  whenthey 
came  home  they  asked  me  if  there  was  any  cotton  here;  I  told  them  cJainiant  had 
cotton  here,  and  I  showed  them  where  it  woe;  all  the  aotton  baled  waa  taken  awav; 
I  saw  Naroisse  Zeringae  haul  that  cotton  there :  after  Naroisae  Zeringne  hauled  the 
cotton  there  none  was  taken  away  to  my  kuuwlodge  except  by  the  Yankees ;  I  took 
the  Yankees  to  tbe  shed  and  showed  them  the  cotton ;  they  did  not  pay  me  for  the  cot- 
*  1,  and  left  no  receipt  with  me  for  it ;  Mr,  de  CBillon  nor  his  family  «      "  "    '        -'  - 


tbepii 


and  there  was  some  other  black  people  about  toe  honse  that  did  not  belong  t» 

Crow-examined  by  Wiixiam  Fbsbrnden,  counsel  for  the  United  Statea: 
I  do  not  remember  when  the  cotton  was  brought  to  the  ptsoe,  if  it  was  in  the  win- 
ter or  the  spring ;  1  do  not  recoUeot  how  long  it  waa  when  the  cotton  waa  taken  away 
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from  the  tlmo  it  woa  broaght  there.;  it  must  have  been  aii  or  offen  montha  kflir;  I 
disre member  whether  Mr.  de  Caillon  was  there  when  the  cotton  wu  firat  brongfat: 
the  cotton  was  put  over  the  guUy  in  the  [>BRturo,  about  half  a  mile  from  the  booie; 
I  could  not  see  the  cotton  from  ttie  house ;  there  w»a  a  road  going  to  where  the  cot- 
ton was;  the  cotton  was  uot  on  the  road  \  it  was  thirhy  roila  from  the  road;  that  road 
wati  not  a  pnblic  rood ;  it  leads  tbrouch  the  pasture  iulo  the  wooiIh  ;  t  do  not  remrm- 
ber  if  I  wax  nt  home  when  the  four  loads  of  cotton  was  first,  brought  there ;  I  saw 
them  when  they  hrouKht  some  of  it  there ;  to  my  knowledge  I  saw  them  bring  Ito 
loads  of  cotton  there.  I  Lave  known  Naroisse  Zeringne  ever  since  I  was  a  little  boy. 
He  WHS  the  man  I  see  haul  the  two  loads.  He  did  not  ask  me  where  lo  put  the  cot- 
ton. I  do  not  know  bow  long  be  was  hauling.  I  knew  Mr.  Perrodin  nttbat  tinie.  I 
liave  been  acquainted  with  him  for  the  last  twenty  years.  I  do  not  know  where  th» 
lumber  came  from  that  made  the  shed  over  the  cotton.  The  shed  was  about  18  feet 
wide.  It  was  not  much  larger  than  it  was  wide.  I  can't  tell  how  high  it  was.  II 
had  a  roof  made  with  planks.  Tbn  sides  of  the  shed  were  with  planks.  The  planka 
were  not  close  together,  and  wide  eaough  in  some  places  for  cows  to  put  their  noM« 
through,  aud  iu  noioe  other  places  their  heads.  1  saw  Mr.  Perrodin  on  that  plant*- 
tton.  He  came  there,  I  believe,  the  same  week  they  were  hauling  the  cotton,  and  1 
«aw  bin]  there  several  times  afterwards  before  the  cotton  was  taken  away.  Ur.  df 
Callton's  place  is  about  two  or  three  miles  from  Opeloosas,  as  well  as  I  can  Judge.  I 
went  where  the  cotrtin  was  before  it  was  taken  away,  and  nailed  the  planks  when 
the  cattle  had  broken  in.     Nobody  went  with  me. 

As  much  M  I  cwi  recollect,  I  believe  the  cotton  was  taken  in  the  spring.  At  tlic 
time  the  cotton  was  taken  Mr.  de  Caillon  and  family  were  away  from  home.  Thsn 
were  persons  with  those  who  took  the  cotton  away  that  I  took  tn  l>e  otBcera.  I  do 
not  remember  whether  they  were  dressed  in  black  or  grey ;  they  had  sometbintt  ol 
their  sbonlders.  Some  of  the  soldiers  inquired  if  there  was  any  cotton  there.  The; 
had  no  wagons  nitb  them  when  I  first  sbowed  them  tbe  notion.  Two  dkfs  after 
they  came  with  wagons.  Someothera  came  for  corn  and  some  for  cotton;  six  of  *»id 
wagons  tiiok  cotton.  They  had  four  amies  to  each  wagon.  Some  of  tbe  wagons  wer* 
painted  blue.  I  do  not  know  how  many  bales  tbev  hauled  at  a  load.  I  can't  Mil 
how  many  times  they  came  in  a  day.  I  do  not  know  how  long  they  were  hauling  tbe 
'OOttou  away.  I  dou't  know  if  it  is  nearer  to  Barre's  Landing  or  to  Washington  fron 
tbe  plantation.  I  do  not  know  which  direction  they  took  with  tbe  cotton.  I  did  sot 
are  any  other  peison  at  that  time  dressed  like  these  persons  who  took  the  cotton.  I 
did  nut  leave  the  plantation.  Some  of  the  cotton  was  marked.  I  don't  know  if  It 
waa  oil  marked.  I  can't  tell  what  mark.  I  can't  read.  Mr.de  Caillon  had  not 
raised  any  cotton  lor  three  years  before  the  ootton  waa  brongbl  there.  I  believe  d« 
Cnlllim's  son  is  the  brother-in-law  of  Mr.  Perrodin  now.     He  was  not  then. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  yon  know  of  any  other 
matter  remtive  to  tbe  claim  in  qnestion;  if  yon  do,  Btat«  it  fully  1 — A.  I  do  noL 

hla 
JEAH  BTE.   X  LOCAILLEIR. 


First  general  interrogatorc  by  the  parish  Judge ;  Please  state  yonr  name,  jobt  •«■ 
<npatiOD,  yonr  place  of  residence  the  past  year  ;  whether  yon  have  any  interest,  di- 
rect or  induect  in  in  the  claim  nhiuhistbesubjectof  inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  what 
degree  you  are  related  to  the  clainiantl — Auswer.  My  mime  is  Onerime  Onidry;  myoc- 
-cupation  is  that  of  planter;  1  am  .17  yearsof  »ge{  my  residence  the  past  year  hatbeee 
la  the  parish  of  Saint  Laudry;  I  have  no  interest, direct  or  indirect, in  tbe  clain 
which  IS  the  subject  of  Inquiry,  aud  1  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Hbnry  L.  Qaslakd,  Esq,,  cooniel  for  tbe  claimant. tbt 
witness  says : 

I  hauled  for  claimant  In  the  year  1662  cotton  from  Mr.  Hypollte  A.  Quidry'sgin  lo  ths 
town  of  OpelonsBs ;  I  cannot  tetl  exactly ;  I  snpnose  about  ttO  balea ;  I  do  not  km* 
from  whom  claimant  bought  the  cotton ;  he  hired  me  to  haul  the  cotton,  but  did  ool 
tell  me  from  whom  he  bought  it. 

CroM-examined  by  William  PesaiMDXN,  Esq.,  oonnsel  for  tbe  United  StaM: 

I  recollect  it  was  In  tbe  year  IS62  Ihanled  the  cotton,  because  It  was  taken  tbe  year 
atUr;  I  am  positive  it  wns  in  the  year  1863;  I  never  made  no  memorandan  af  ibe 
hauling  of  the  cotton ;  Ineverexpeetedto  testify  in  the  matter;  Ihanled  the  oottcti  is 
the  spring;  I  left  the  cotton  at  claimant's  store;  I  can't.say  if  the  cotton  wasmarted: 
tbe  matter  of  the  hauling  of  tbe  cotton  has  not  been  brought  to  my  attentioa  lately; 
I  do  not  know  if  there  was  any  other  cotton  at  Mr.  Gniilry's  cin  ;  aa  I  waa  bMlinC 
«otton  for  claimant  I  sent  my  wagon  there ;  1  did  not  go  myself;  at  thai  tinw  1 11™ 
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H  miles  from  Mt.  H'te  A,  Quidry'a  giu ;  I  did  not  myself  soe  the  cotton  tsken  f^m 
Guidry's  gin ;  I  did  not  come  myself  witb  tlie  cotton  to  Opelonaos,  nor  dsliviir  it  pet- 

Re-«XMnined  by  Bbnhy  L.  Oakland,  connsel  for  the  claimant; 
Claioiant  paid  me  for  the  hauling  of  the  cotton. 

Re-examined  by  Wiluam  Fesskncbh,  Esq.,  ooiinMl  for  the  United  States : 
I  was  in  acooant  with  clnimaat,  and  the  h»i)litiK  of  the  cotton  has  been  allotred  ti> 
oie.     1  made  the  xettlemunt  directly  after  the  haaltng. 

Second  general  io  terra  )[atory  by  the  pariah  Judge:  Do  yoii  kaon'of  any  other  mat- 
ter relative  to  the  claim  ia  question  I    If  you  do,  state  It  fully.— A.  I  do  uot. 

0.  L.  GUIDEY. 

t  Opelousas,  Ln.,  on  the 

First  general  iuteirogatory  by  the  parieb  judge:  Pleatestate  yon  r  name,  your  occa- 
pation,  your  age^  your  place  of  reRideuce  the  puat  year;  whether  yon  liave  any  lutec- 
est, direct  oT  indirect,  in  the  claim  wbioh  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  mhetber  and 
in  what  degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Chriatoval  L.  Dn- 
pi4 ;  my  occupal.iuu  is  that  of  a  planter;  I  am  thirty-two  yearn  old ;  my  residence 
tbe  pant  yrar  has  been  in  the  parish  of  Suiut  Landry ;  I  have  no  interest,  dirrct  or 
indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry ;  claimant  was  once  married  to 

Being  interrogated  by  Hknby  L.  Oarlakd,  Esq.,  counsel  for  tbe  claimant,  the 
Witness  aays : 

I  sold  to  claimant  21  bales  of  cotton  in  It^ ;  the  weight  was  9,439  poonds.  I  kept 
tbe  cotton  on  my  plantation  until  the  year  1863.  It  was  taken  by  a  detachment  or 
the  Forty-Grat  Hussachnsetts,  ocmnanded  by  Lientenant  Khodea.  It  was  in  tbe 
spring  of  IHKt,  in  tbe  latter  part  of  April  or  May.  I  had  in  my  charge  npou  my 
plantatiot)  some  other  cotton  belonging  to  claimant;  I  bad  40  bales  of  cotton  beside* 
those  above  mentionrd.     Said  cotton  was  also  taken  at  Ibe  same  time. 

Cross-examination  by  W11J.IAM  FeeeKNDEN,  Esq.,  connsel  for  the  United  States: 

I  then  resided  at  the  tame  place  as  I  now  reside,  about  H  miles  northwest  of  Ope- 
lousas;  I  raised  the  21  bales  of  cotton  on  my  place  in  tbe  year  1861;  I  made  the  bar- 
gain with  claimant  for  my  cotton  in  his  store  in  Opeloiisas ;  he  paid  me  9  cents  per 
pound  ;  he  paid  me  in  payment  of  an  account  I  owed  him ;  tbe  coj^n  was  under  my 
gin-hoDte  when  1  sold  it.  Afterwards  I  roceived  orders  from  tbe  Confederates  to  haul 
It  ottt,  beoanae  it  would  be  burnt  j  I  hauled  it  about  100  yards  from  the  gin-boose ;  I 
hauled  the  cotton  away  on  the  approach  of  the  Federal  army,  a  day  or  two  before  It 
was  taken.  All  the  ootttju  on  my  plantation  wy  hauled  out  there ;  no  attempt  was 
made  to  bum  it.  I  say  an  order ;  it  was  more  an  advice  than  an  order  to  move  the 
cotton.  I  have  been  informed  that  some  cottou  had  been  burned  In  tbe  neighbor- 
hood. Some  of  my  friends  in  the  Confederate  army  advised  me  to  move  the  cottoa 
away  from  my  bnildlnga. 

Q.  What  do  yon  know  of  your  own  knowledge  relative  to  the  ownership  of  tbe  re- 
mainder bf  the  cotton  upon  your  plantation^ — A.  I  know  of  my  own  knowledge 
that  Hr.  Frangois  Dnpr^  sold  two  bales  to  claimant ;  I  weighed  the  cotton  mysMf. 
I  was  prenent  at  the  time  of  the  sale  and  receipted  the  cotton  for  claimant.  I  know 
that  I  waa  piesent  when  claimant  booght  3t<  bales  of  cottoa  in  tbe  seed  uf  Oscar  Al- 
phin ;  that  I  hanled  tbe  cotton  to  my  gin-house  and  ginned  it  and  baled  it;  the  bar- 
gain was  made  with  Mr.  Alpbin  in  the  claimant's  store ;  I  cannot  say  exactly  when 
the  bargain  was  made:  it  was  in  the  fall  of  IB62.     I  don't  know  bow  much  claimant 

;aid  for  said  cotton.  I  do  not  know  where  tbe  bargain  with  Mr.  F.  Dupr4  was  made, 
was  not  pTesent  myself  at  tbe  time  it  was  made.  Claimant  told  Hr.  F.  Duprg  at 
my  house  to  haul  this  cotton  and  I  wotild  receive  it.  This  cotton  was  baled  when 
brought  to  me  by  F.  Dnpr£.  This  cotton  was  mark  .■■■■'■•--■">'-'-  - 
marked ;  it  was  marked  J.  P. ',  the  31  bales  were  mat 
F.Dnpre,I  recollect,  had  the  gin-mark  C.  L.DunrS.  _  .  _ 
ivas  made  with  Mr.  O.  Alpbin.     Alpbin  helped  nanl  the  ci 

recollect  how  mnch  claimant  paid  him  for  bis  cotton ;  1  do  

pound.  Claimant  not  pay  bim  in  my  preseuae.  I  do  not  know  if  Alpbin  was  in  tbe 
Confederate  aervice ;  ho  moved  away  from  tbe  parish  the  same  year,  and  1  lost  sight 
of  him.  Mr.  F.  Dnprd  was  not  in  the  Confederate  army.  I  was  not  myself  in  the 
Confederate  army ;  I  never  was  an  officer  or  agent  of  the  Confederate  Govemment. 
The  persons  who  took  the  cotton  away  gave  me  no  receipt ;  they  offered  me  one,  bat 
I  did  nut  take  it.    The  cotton  took  the  rood  to  Opelt 
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Flrat  general  interrogatory  by  the  pariah  Judge:  Please  state  jour  name,  yoaioccn- 
patioo,  yoitr  age,  your  place  of  reaidence  tho  past  year  ;  whether  ynu  have  aay  inter- 
'Mt,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  whinh  is  the  enbject  of  iuijniry,  and  wbetber,  and 
la  whiLt  degree  von  are  related  to  the  cluimantT — k.  My  name  is  Jnseph  Bayon;  nj 
occupation  is  that  of  a  planter;  I  am  thirty-eight  years  of  age;  my  reeidenc*  hM 
been  in  the  pariah  of  Saint  Landry  the  past  year ;  I  have  no  interrst,  direct  or  iudi' 
reel,  in  the  claim  which  is  tbe  aubjeot  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  Dot  related  id  sdj  degree 
to  claimant. 

Being  iDt«rTogated  by  Hbnky  L.  Garland,  Keq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  wit- 
ness says : 

Francois  CoaloD  Devilliers,  pbre,  is  dead.  1  know  that  he  sold  to  eloinuit  in  the 
year  I8&i  a  lot  of  U  balee  of  cotton ;  said  cotloa  remained  on  Mr.  Devilliers*  planta- 
tion ;  1  believe  tbe  cotton  was  taken  away  in  the  year  lU&t ;  I  was  not  on  tbe  planta- 
tion when  tbe  cotton  was  taken  away.  I  live  abont  3  or  1  acres  from  the  pUntatitHi. 
and  I  was  daily  about  the  plantation  when  tbe  cotton  was  taken  away.  There  wii 
other  cotton  there  that  was  taken  about  the  aame  day  tbe  cotton  of  Francis  Deiil- 
liere,  piie.  1  saw  tbe  Federal  troops  daily  about  my  place  and  Hr.  DeviJIien'.  It 
woB  during  their  occupation  of  this  section  of  tbe  country  when  the  cotton  waa  takni, 
I  was  not  personally  present  when  the  cotton  was  taken  away  from  Hr.  DeviUien'.biit 
they  pasted  with  the  cotton  before  my  house,  and  I  recognized  tbe  cottoil  by  the  brand. 
The  cotton  took  the  direction, of  Barre's  Landing.  I  did  not  know  personally  the  p«t- 
ootlB  wbo  took  the  cotton  ;  tbe  persons  who  paswd  before  my  house  had  theunifaraiof 
tbe  Federals.  I  had  at  tbe  time  cotton  taken  away  by  the  Federals  from  me.  Mt 
ootton  waa  at  my  own  place.     I  got  a  receipt  for  my  cotton  from  Captain  Pope's  Mt- 

Cross-examined  by  William  Fkssekdek,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  Stales: 
I  waa  not  present  at  the  time  the  bargain  waa  made  for  the  9  balea  of  eotton  aborv 
Alluded  to. 

Q.  What  do  yon  know  of  your  own  knowledge  relative  to  the  ownership  of  said 
cotton  at  the  time  it  was  taken  f — A.  I  know  nothing  of  my  own  knowledge,  except 
what  Mr.  Devi Uiera  told  ine.  I  know  that  Hr.  DeTilliera  had  other  cotton  at  hiaplac* 
besides  tbe  H  bales  belonging  to  himself ;  I  don't  know  bow  many  bales.  TheQbalM 
were  marked  F.  C.  D. ;  the  rest  of  the  cotton  had  the  same  mark ;  I  noticed  the  brand 
particnlarty  when  t)iecotton  passed  by  mj  house.  Ur.Devilliera,p6r«,waaatthat  time 
abont  sixty-tbree  or  sixty-four  years  old ;  be  bad  two  sons ;  they  were  in  the  Confed- 

Second  interrogatory  by  the  parish  Judge.  Do  yon  know  of  any  other  mattrar  rela. 
tire  to  the  claim  in  qneetion  T    If  yon  do,  state  it  fully, — A.  I  do  not. 

JOSEPH  BATON. 

Depoeitioi 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  Jndge.  Please  state  your  name,  yonroccn- 
patiou,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  post  year ;  whether  yon  have  auv  inler- 
eet,  direct  oi  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  tbe  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whetfier  >ad 
in  whHt  degree  you  are  related  to  tbe  claimant  I — A.  Hy  name  is  Louie  Halveaei: 
my  occupation  is  that  of  a  planter:  I  am  about  forty-six  years  old ;  my  residence  Ibr 
past  year  has  been  in  tbe  parish  of  Saint  Landry.  1  have  no  interest,  direct  or  Indi- 
reut,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  di^pre 
to  the  claimant. 

BeiuginterTogatedbyMBMRYL.  Gablakd,  Esq.,coaDBel  fbtoIaimant,witneaBBaji: 
I  sold  claimant  1  bale  of  cotton,  hut  I  do  nobrecoUeot  at  what  time ;  the  cotton  wai 
sold  before  tbe  Federal,  troops  came  here;  that  bale  of  cotton  was  at  my  mother'*, 
Thot«ate  Esprit,  widow  J.  Bte.  Malveaax.  The  cotton  waa  ginoed  and  baled  at  Mr. 
Oradeniyo's  gin.  I  and  others  hauled  this  and  other  eotton  from  Oradeuijo's  gin  W 
Widow  Hal  veaux's  plantation.  1  do  not  recollect  how  many  bales  I  and  others  unlad 
for  Sosthene  Malveaui.  I  do  not  kuow  how  many  bales  we  baoledfor  Mrs.  Molveaoi. 
but  there  was  altogether  15  bales  that  were  put  under  a  shelter  on  the  nIantatiaD  of 
W.  Malveani.  That  was  all  the  cotton  that  Sostbene  Malveaux,  Wo.  Malveaai.kBd 
myself  raised  in  that  year.  I  lived  at  tbe  time  on  tbe  pUatation  of  Soatheoe  Mal- 
veaux ;  thoee  15  balea  of  cotton  remained  on  Widow  Halveaux's  plantation  uuUI  tb*j 
were  taken  away  by  the  Federal  troops.  1  was  preiKnt  when  the  Federals  look  ttu 
the  cotton.    I  did  not  tell  them  that  the  cotton  belonged  to  claimant  tor  I  ooaM  not 
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tpeak  EuKlish,  and  titev  all  spoke  (bat  laogaatte.    They  neither  gave  a  receipt  uor 
paid  for  tne  cotton.    They  came  with  tlie  cottoo  tonarde  the  town  of  OpclonutB. 
Cross-examination  liy  Wm.  Fessbnoeit,  Esq.,  connsel  for  the  United  Statear 

I  made  the  bargain  for  tbat  bale  of  coltou  at  claimant's  atore  in  Opolonsas;  uo  price 
itaaSxed  for  cotton;  I  gave  itonaccnnnt.  I  do  notreouUect  If  that  bole  of  cotton  was 
marked,  nor  nhether  auy  of  the  rest  of  the  cotton  was  marked.  I  csd  not  recollect  bow 
loii);it  wiwfrom  the  time  I  sold  the  cotton  to  claimant  to  the  time  it  was  taken  away  hy 
the  Federula.  Widow  Halvaaux's  plantation  is  about  throe  miles  and  a  half  Irani 
OpvlottBOS.  Widow  Malveaiix  was  at  home  at  the  time  the  cottou  -viaa  taken  away. 
Sostbene  Malveaui  was  not  at  Wo.  Malveaus'a;  he  was  at  his  own  place.  I  wa«  not 
living  at  W.  Malveaux'e  at  that  time,  but  when  the  cotton  was  taken  away  I  was  at 
her  iKiuBe.  It  was  the  first  time  the  Federals  came  here  tbat  the  cotton  was  taken. 
We  did  not  make  any  objection  to  the  taking  way  of  the  cotton. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge.  Do  you  know  of  any  matt«T 
relative  lo  the  claim  in  qnestionT    If  yon  do,  state  it  fnllv. — A.  I  do  not. 

LOUIS  MALVEAUX. 

Deposition  of  BAfTieTB  Malvkaux  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelonaaa,  La.,  on  the  4th 
day  of  January,  liJ69. 

First  fteneral  interrogatory  by  the  parish  Judge.  Please  state  yonr  name,  your  ocon- 
patiob,  your  age.  yonr  place  of  rfsiaeoce  the  past  year;  whether  yoo  have  any  in- 
terest, direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether 
and  in  what  degree  jou  are  related  to  the  claimunt. — A.  My  name  is  Baptiste  Mal- 
Yftat;  my  occupation  is  that  of  a  planter;  I  am  H fly  years  old;  my  residence  has 
been  the  past  year  in  the  parieb  of  Saint  Landry ;  1  have  no  int«ritBt,  direct  or  indi- 
rect, in  tbe  claim  wUch  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  relat«d  in  any  degree 
to  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Hkney  L.  Oari,and,  EBq.,ooonse1for  thealainant,  the  wit* 
Hess  saye : 

la  the  year  1802,  as  near  I  recollect,  I  sold  to  claimant  three  bales  of  cotton ;  I  pat 
that  cotton  for  claimant  at  Mr.  Valode;  the  cotton  was  ginned  at  Mr.  Cadet  Pitie. 
CrOBs-eiamination  by  Wh.  Vkssksdbs,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

I  made  the  bargain  for  niy  cotton  at  claimaat'i  store,  in  the  town  of  Opelousas ; 
my  cotton  tras  thoD  at  myhonse;  Mr.  Cadet  resided  then  about  ten  acres  ttom  my 
hoose ;  I  think  Hr.  Valode  resides  about  three  miles  From  my  honse — perhaps  more, 
p«rhapaless;  Ibaaledmyself  that  cotton  to  Mr.  T.  Valode;  Idonnt  recollect  poeitivelv 
where  I  pnt  the  cotton,  whether  it  was  under  the  corn-house  or  the  ein-honse  ;  I  think 
it  I' on  nnder  the  corn-bouse;  IdonotTeoollect  whether  it  was  Mr.  T.  Valode  arhiasou 
Vorick  Valade  who  was  at  home,  but  I  think  it  was  Theodore  Valode;  I  do  not  recol- 
lect what  claimant  puid  me  per  ponnd,  but  he  paMmeat  the  onrrent  rate;  I  received 
no  money— I  owed  claimant ;  tbe  bargain  between  me  aud  claimant  was  that  the  cot- 
ton shonld  he  delivered  at  Mr.  T.  Valode ;  nothing  was  allownd  me  to  haul  tbe  cotton 
to  Mr.  T.  Valade;  1  do  not  know  for  what  reason  claimant  hod  the  cotton  taken 
there;  Hr.  T.  Valade  resides  obont  eight  miles  and  a  half  f^m  Opelousas;  Mr.  T. 
Valade  lived  tbe  farthest  from  Opeluusos  than  I  did. 

Second  general  interrogHtory  by  the  parish  jndge.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  mat- 
ter relative  to  the  claim  in  question  T     If  yon  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

bU 


First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge.  Please  state  yourname,  yonr  occu- 
pation, your  tige,  your  place  of  residence  the  post  year ;  whether  you  hove  any  inter- 
est, direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and 
in  wbot  degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A,  My  name  is  Adolphe  Malveaui ; 
my  occupation  is  that  of  a  planter ;  I  am  forty-aix  years  old ;  my  residence  the  post 
^eor  has  been  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry  ;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect, 
ID  the  claim  which  is  tbe  subject  of  inquiry,  aod  I  am  not  related  to  claimant. 

(This  tot  was  paid  to  Perrodin.) 

Being  interrogated  by  Benbt  L.  Oakland, ^sq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  tbe  wit- 

I  sold  to  claimant  in  the  year  1862  Ave  bales  of  cotton ;  I  delivered  wld  cotton  vn 
Mr.  T.  L.  Yalade'a  plantotion, 
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CroHa-examiDaliou by  Wm.  Fksbriideii,  connielfoT  the  United  Ststes: 
I  mftde  the  barsBin  for  my  cotton  in  cloiaiiMit's  store,  in  tha  tono  of  Oneloiu*s :  I 
do  not  recollect  now  much  claimiuit  piud  lue  p«r  ponnd  for  roy  cotton;  M  pMd  ne 
the  cnrrent  price  st  the  time ;  he  did  not  pay  me  any  mooey  ;  be  had  a,  ttore  »e«onDt 
against  me,  on  account  of  which  the  ootb>u  troa  aotd  ;  clainiaiit  was  not  tbetv  when 
he  bronght  the  cotton  to  Mr.  T.  Valade ;  Mr.  Yorick  Talade  was  on  the  ptantAtioD ;  I 
am  snre  it  was  in  the  year  1S62  I  wild  niy  cotton  ;  I  knon-  it  by  the  years;  1  cannot 
recollect  exactly  what  year  the  yaiikei;  anoy  came  here  ;  I  sold  my  cvttoD  late  iD  the 
fall ;  I  raised  the  cotton  nij-self ;  I  raisrd  it  the  same  year  I  sold  it ;  I  cftii't  tell  if  the 
cot  [on  was  marked ;  I  put  the  cotton  close  to  the  gin-faoiiae. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  ihe  Tiarisb  judije.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  mat- 
ter ill  relation  to  the  claim  in  questiooT    If  yon  do,  state  it  fully.— A.  I  do  not. 

ADOLPHE  MALVEAUX. 


First  general  intcrroeatory  by  the  parish  judge.  Please  at*t*  your  nanie,  yonr  oc- 
onpstton,  yunr  age,  your  place  of  rosidence  the  past  year;  whether  yoa  bave  any 
interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  cluiut  which  i*  the  anhject  of  iuqoiry,  and  wtaetb^ 
and  in  what  degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant  t — A.  Uy  name  is  Sebastian  Mal- 
veaui ;  uiy  occupation  is  that  of  a  planter ;  I  am  (ifty-tive  or  tifiy-six  yean  old ;  my 
residence  the  past  year  has  been  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry ;  I  have  no  interest,  di- 
rect or  iudiiect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  an  not  relatM  in 
any  degree  to  claimant. 

Being  inlerrogated  by  Henbt  L.  Gari^nd,  Esq.,  counsel  for  claimant,  witneM 

At  the  time  that  my  brother,  the  witness,  Adolpbe  Mai veanT,  sold  bis  c«tton  to 
olairaaut,  I  sold  to  said  claimant  a  lot  of  aii  bales  of  cotton.  I  deliTeivd  said  oottoa 
at  the  gin-house  of  Mr.  Talade.  I  do  not  exactly  know  the  weight  of  those  bales  of 
cotton  ;  one  of  them  weighed  600  pounds  and  another  50O  and  odd  pounds. 

Cross-examination  by  Wh.  Fessknden,  Esq.,  counsel  Ebr  the  United  States: 

I  talsed  that  cotton.  1  don't  recollect  exactly  if  I  raised  that  cotton  the  aame  jeAr 
I  sold  it.  I  made  the  bargain  with  claimant  at  his  store  in  Opelonsas,  IconnatMcol- 
lent  how  mneh  he  agreed  to  pay  me  a  pound  for  my  ootton,  it  is  so  long  ago.  Be  did 
not  pay  me  money ;  be  may  nave  advanced  money  on  account,  t  can't  recaU««t  if 
the  ootton  was  marked,  it  has  been  so  long  since.  Claimant  was  not  at  hb*.  ValAde'B 
when  I  delivered  the  cotton.  It  was  in  the  harnin  that  I  should  deliver  the  eatt<»i 
at  Mr.  y^de's  gin.  I  left  the  ootton  alongside  of  the  gin.  I  carried  tbe  eolton 
tJiere  myself.     I  don't  recollect  the  year  I  sold  the  cotton  to  claimant. 

Second  general  Inteiro^tory  b^  tbe  parish  judge.  Do  yon  know  of  any  other  mat-  . 
ter  relative  to  the  claim  in  question f     If  yon  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

SEBASTIAN  X  UALTEADX. 


First  general  interrogatory  by  tbe  parish  Judge.  Please  state  your  name,  ^onr  oc- 
cnpalion,  yonr  age,  place  of  residence  the  post  year ;  whether  yon  have  any  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  yon  am 
related  to  the  claimant. —A.  My  name  is  Esprit  Bonnet ;  my  occupation  is  that  at  a 
earpenter ;  I  am  forty-bix  years  of  a^e  ;  my  residence  the  past  year  bos  been  io  the 
parish  of  Saint  Landry ;  1  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indiMct,  in  the  claim  which  ia 
tbe  snbject  of  inqniry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degrae  to  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Himrt  L.  OaitLaitD,  Eaq.,  coansel  for  claimant,  the  wlbtesa 

I  know  the  claimant  hod  a  lot  of  cotton  in  1B63  and  l-iBS  on  tbe  plantalian  of  Mr. 
E.  de  Caillon.  I  oonstmoted  the  shed  ouder  which  said  eott«n  was  placftd;  I  re- 
paired the  shed  upon  two  different  occasions  after  it  was  coustrooted.  I  saw  Nairiase 
Zeringue  haul  a  porlion  of  that  cotton ;  claimant  paid  me  for  the  eonatmetioii  ef  the 
■bed,  and  for  every  time  I  repaired  it.  There  was  aboat  80  or  N6  bales  of  eotton  an- 
der  that  sbed  when  I  oonstruoted  it.  Claimant  aooompauied  me  the  flist  lime  I  want 
to  Mr.  E.  de  Caillon  to  baild  the  shed. 

Cross-examination  by  Wuxum  Fbsskxdbh,  Esq.,  oonnsel  for  the  United  States: 

There  was  soma  eotton  there  piled  up  when  I  first  went  to  bnild  the  shed.    I  do  not 

know  where  the  ootton  came  firom.     I  know  that  some  of  the  ootton  oaow  from  elkim- 
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ant'n,  tiecanse  I  was  st  work  At  the  bonse  when  Narcisie  Zeriugne  hauled  Boine  cotton 
froiu  tb«re.  At  the  time  I  liv?d  in  the  town  of  Opeluasaa  I  coanted  the  bales  of  cot- 
tou  there,  and,  as  I'ar  as  I  can  recollect  now,  there  waa  aboot  80  or  85  bales.  I  counted 
the  bales  «f  cotton  after  I  bad  done  the  shed  ;  they  were  nnder  the  shed  then  ;  the 
sbecl  was  about  40  to  45  feet  long,  aud  30  to  35  foot  wide.  There  was  9  feet  from  the 
lower  part  of  the  roof  to  the  groand,  and  about  18  feet  &omthe  top  of  the  riiof  to  the 
groiiTid.  As  much  as  I  can  recollect  the  shed  w»8  full  \  there  was  oue  row  of  bales 
above  tbu  ]nwt>r  part  of  the  roof.  I  counted  the  bales  of  cotton  by  rows ;  there  was 
a  lilitt  Hpace  io  the  middle  between  tbe  rows.  M;  attention  was  not  called  to  the 
nniiibet  of  bales  in  tbo  shed  from  the  time  I  counted  Cfaem  until  recently.  The  per- 
aoD  wtiu  called  my  attention  to  the  number  of  bales  under  said  shell  did  nut  mention 
to  niB  the  number  before;  I  recollected  the  number  to  be  8U  or  85.  DeUaillou's  houite 
con  Id  not  be  seen  from  the  sbed ;  I  think  trees  iuterveniuK  prevented  it.  I  built  the 
shed  iu  1063,  in  tbe  month  of  May ;  I  roeoUect  it  because!  made  a  luemoranduui  of  it, 
as  well  as  of  all  hinds  of  work  I  done.  I  saw  a  portion  of  said  cotton  hauled  fhim 
claimant's  wareiiouijes ;  tbe  ware  houses  were  un  the  street  that  I  live  on  uow;  I  dont 
know  the  name  of  tbe  street ;  tbey  are  on  the  same  lot  on  which  claiuiant  hoa  his 
store.  1  don't  luiuw  if  tbe  cotton  under  tbe  shed  was  marked ;  1  think  they  were, 
because  bales  of  cotton  are  generally  marked. 

Second  ceneial  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  yon  know  of  any  other  mat- 
ter in  relation  to  the  claim  in  question  I   If  so,  state  It  fully.— A.  I  do  not. 

ESPKIT  BONNET. 

Deposition  of  Theodoie  Valode  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  !>tli  day 
of  January,  1U69. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  Judge :  Please  state  your  name,  your  oc- 
cupation, your  a^e,  your  place  ot  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any  in- 
teivHt,  direct  or  Indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether 
aud  io  what  degree  you  arerelateil  lothe  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Theodore  Valade ; 
my  occupation  is  that  of  a  planter  ;  my  age  is  6J  years ;  my  residence  has  been  the 
past  year  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry;  I  have  no  interest,  dirt-ct  or  indirect,  in  the 
claim  which  is  the  subject  of  Inquiry  ;  I  am  not  related  iu  any  degree  to  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henry  L.  Garland,  esq.,  ooausel  for  the  claimant,  the  witness 

I  was  employed  by  claimant  as  his  clerk ;  I  act«d  In  tbatf^apacity  during  the  years 
m61  and  leG'i  ;  I  was  intimately  ac<iuainted  with  the  business  transacted  by  claimant 
at  that  period;  I  did  pretty  much  all  tbe  writings  abont  his  business  transactions ; 
I  know  that  he  entered  in  a  liook,  either  personally  or  by  me,  all  his  cotton  transao- 
tioDS  ;  I  know  that  Joapin  L.  Petre  sold  to  claimant  In  ViG'i  three  bales  of  cotton. 
Claimant  also  bonght  Irom  Castmir  Souzeaa  in  l<i6i  four  bales  of  cottim;  he  also 
bought  from  Charles  B.  Smith  25  bales  iu  March,  1862 ;  from  Qirard  Prejeau,  the  same 
vear,  a  tot  of  two  bales  of  cotton  ;  from  O,  L.  Bourgeois,  tbe  name  year,  a  lot  of  three 
itales  ;  Gerasime  Prejeau,  the  same  year,  7  hales  of  cotton  ;  from  Onezime  Olivier,  two 
bales  cotton,  the  same  year ;  I  know  that  Thos.  H.  Thompson,  the  same  year,  sold 
five  bales  of  rotion  to  claimant.  1  know  that  Francois  Coulou  Devilliera,  pero,  sold 
to  claimant  in  the  venr  l&bl  9  bales  of  cotton;  I  also  know  that  claimant  bought  from 
F.  Vautruiit,  in  1862,  98  bales  of  cotton ;  from  Mrs.  William  Finher  on  the  19tlL  No- 
vember, IStil,  U  bales  of  cotton  ;  from  Valentine  D.  Breaux.  in  IMSS,  I  bale  of  cotton  ; 
from  Widow  Bte.  Malveaui,  the  same  year,  1862,  10  bales  cotton;  from  Snatbene 
Malveani,  4  bales  of  cotton  in  1BIJ2.  I  had  in  charge  for  claimant  at  my  planta- 
tion a  lot  of  cotton  when  the  Federal  troops  jirst  came  hero  in  18G3 ;  1  had  IT  bales; 
these  cottons  were  bought  from  Sebastien  Malveaux,  Adolphe  MalveauT,  Joossin 
L.  Petre,  and  Bapliate  Halveani;  these  cottons  were  taken  away  by  Lieatenant 
Rhodes,  Fortv-firxt  Massachusetts,  in  May,  1863.  I  was  there  present  and  protMted 
against  the  taking  said  cotton.  No  receipt  was  given  for  said  cotton  nor  payment 
made  for  it.  The  cotton  was  carried  in  the  direction  of  Opebiusas  or  Wn«hiugton,  on 
tbo  road  which  leads  from  my  plantation  to  both  places.  I  was  present  when 
Narcisse  Zeringue  loaded  with  th»  cotton  to  he  taken  to  Mr.  de  Caillon.  but  1  did  not 
myself  go  to  de  Caillon.  I  recollect  that  some  few  of  the  persons  of  whom  1  bad 
spoken  of  having  sold  cotton  to  claimant  delivered  their  cotton  themselves  at  the  time 
the  cotton  was  sold.  These  pprsoos  were  Charles  B.  Smith,  Girard  Prejean,  Caaimir 
Ronzean;  1  sm  not  sure  of  any  other.  I  know  how  many  hales  of  cotton  Narcisse 
ZeringuB  took  from  claimant's  warehouse  to  be  transported  to  Mr,  de  Callion ;  there 
were  81  bales.  Being  with  claimant  iu  1661  and  1862,  I  cau  testify  to  his  neutrality 
during  the  conflict  between  the  Confederates  and  the  United  Stales  Gnvemment; 
during  the  whole  of  that  time,  during  the  years  1861  and  1862,  he  maintained  a  com- 
plete neutrality  between  the  contending  Governments.  I  know  that  during  the  whole 
of  the  war  he  maintained,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  that  nentrality.  I  know 
H.  Ex.  235 34 
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his  relatloas  in  fnuco. 

Cross- exiuiiiDBtioii  by  Wm.  Fessbndbn,  Esq.,  coqdmI  for  the  United  StatM: 

At  the  time  I  acted  as  claimant's  olerk  I  resided  in  the  town  of  Opelonna;  m; 
plsntAtion  that  1  bave  spoken  of  is  9  miles  Ihim  Opaloowu;  the  ba^ain  for  all  Hm 
cotton  I  teetiflad  alMut  was  mode  in  clsiinaat's  office  in  Opelopsaa ;  t£  difierent  lot* 
of  Dottou  were  not  at  the  store;  tliey  n  ~       ~ 

them  other  cotton  of  claimant  beeidee 
■old  hy  Smith,  Fiejeaa,  and  Bonieau. 

Q.  What  other  cottou  have  you  so  seen,  from  whom  tbej  weiv  porchaaed,  how  wen 
they  marki-d,  where  did  you  see  them,  and  when  T — A.  The  61  bales  I  saw  in  the 
vorehonsHB  of  claimant;  I  cannot  tell  the  names  of  the  persous  from  whom  pnr- 
ohaaed ;  I  uannot  give  macks ;  I  saw  the  cotton  in  the  two  waraboufies  when  broaght 
by  the  plantcrB  until  it  was  taken  away. 

Q.  Please  state  whether  you  can  give  the  namesof  any  of  thaplanteis  who  bn)Df[bl 
cotton  to  said  warehouses,  except  Smith,  Pi^eau,  and  Bonzean. — A.  I  ouinot  uH 
without  having  reference  to  the  books. 

Q.  Were  you  presentat  any  bargain  made  by  F.  Tautrot  with  claimant  for  Ihe  sole 
of  cotton  I — A.  I  was  not  present. 


Q.  What  do  yon  know  of  your  own  knowledge  relative  to  the  sale  of  any  colIoD 
bj  Vautrot  to  claimant  I-;-A.  I  do  not  know  anything  except  what  waa  told  me  bj 
Vantrot;  I  never  saw  the  9S  bales  of  Mr.  Vautront'H  cotton;  Heft  claimant  in  OcM- 
ber  OT  November,  18G2 ;  after  that,  during  the  war,  I  lived  on  my  plantation  ;  cliiiD- 
ont  dnring  the  whole  war  lived  in  Opelonsas. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  word  neutrality  T — A.  I  mean  by  neutrality  the  tmn- 

Elete  abstention  from  participatiou  in  the  political  tronsactiong  of  the  couDtry.  1 
now  claimant  for  the  last  twenty  years,  during  all  the  ti  me  in  this  country ;  I  do 
not  know  of  anything  more  about  claimant  being  bom  in  Fiance  from  what  he  IDid 
me.  T  am  a  Frenchman  by  birth ;  I  never  was  naturalized ;  I  never  votrd  in  Ihit 
country ;  I  never  seen  claimant  vote ;  I  don't  believe  be  ever  voted ;  I  recollect  ihlt 
NoTcisse  Zeringue  took  away  81  bales  of  cotton  from  the  warehouses,  because  I  «M 
there  while  the  two  wagons  were  loading  during  the  two  days  and  a  half;  I  ronsted 
the  bales  myself,  and  I  remember  distinctly  t£eiB  were  Bl  bales.  The  cotton  nw 
taken  to  de  CblIIou  by  an  order  of  the  l«wn  corporation;  Ihe  cotton  WM  bial«d 
aw^  at  the  beginning  oi  the  spring  of  \8&i.  It  is  usual  to  store  cotton  in  the  too 
of  Opeloueue  in  warehouBes.  I  do  not  know  that  cottou  was  required  to  be  t»k«i 
out  of  the  town  before  that  time  or  since.    The  Federal  troops  were  then  expected 

Q.  Did  you  never  know  claimant  to  give  auytbing  to  Gt  out  troops  for  tbe  Conf«d- 
erate  Army  or  to  help  them  in  any  way  f — A.  Ineverseenhimgiveanythiug  ;  Inevci 
heaid  that  he  gave  anything. 

Second  general  qaestton  by  the  parish  Judge :  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matterin 
relation  to  tbe  claim  in  qneetiun;  if  yon  do,  state  it  fully  T — A.  I  do  not. 

T.  TALADE. 

Deposition  of  Joseph  Blocb  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opeloasas,  La.,  on  tbe  5tb  ds;  of 


terest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  wbethrr 
and  in  what  degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant  f — A.  My  name  is  Joseph  Bl«li: 
my  occupation  is  that  of  a  merchant;  lam  thirty  five  yeareold;  my  rvsidencevitbin 
the  past  year  has  been  in  OpelouHas,  parish  of  Saint  Landry  ;  I  have  nu  inlenat. 
direct  or  indirect,  in  tbe  claim  which  ia  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  irlslrt 
in  any  degree  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Hka'RY  L.  G«itI.ANn,  Esq.,  counsel  for  tbe  elaiuanl.  Ibr 
witness  says : 

I  have  been  rosiiling  in  Opelonsas  Hince  the  year  1B60,  with  the  exception  of  I*" 
years  and  a  half  while  I  rcsidi'd  in  the  city  o(  New  Orleann,  bnt  in  that  time  I  fsiw 
often  to  Opelonsas ;  J  resiiled  in  OpelouHOs  from  1860  to  September,  1H64,  eontinnoiul^, 
except  abont  three  months  (June,  July,  and  August,  1860)  I  waa  absent  from  Op«- 
lonsas  ;  claimant  resided  in  tbe  town  of  Opelousaa  during  the  time  I  did  j  we  both 
resided  in  the  same  street  in  the  town  of  Opelonsas ;  I  don't  know  of  olaiuiant'i  tak- 
ing any  part  in  the  late  conflict  between  Ilio  Confoderate  States  and  the  Vaiui 
States;  I  know  that  be  contested  going  into  the  Confederate  army;  he  con  lastK)  be- 
fore the  courts  and  before  the  Confederate  military  authorities ;  I  know  that  eUinut 
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waa  •Treated  and  ordered  to  report  to  AlexandrU;  be  reported  there,  cIaimiDt;to  be  n 
Frenob  anbjeet ;  getting  no  satisfootion  tbere,  he  was  ordered  to  report  to  Sbreveport ; 
he  was  finiuly  discharged  bj  tbe  military  anthorities  at  Shreveport ;  I  was  likewise 
prosecnted  at  the  same  time  by  the  iame  antborities ;  I  don't  Know  that  claimant 
ever  voted  in  the  country ;  I  know  of  bis  making  claim  for  protection  to  the  Freaob 
coDsnl  dnring  tbe  late  war. 

Grose- exam  inn  Won  by  Wu.  Febskndem,  Esq.,  ooansel  for  the  Unite<l  States : 

Claimant  claim  for  pTot«ction  at  tbe  same  time  that  I  was  absent  Ttom  Opelousas, 
as  stated  above ;  June,  July,  and  Aufnist,  1B63 ;  we  went  by  tbe  Teche  through  Llttla 
Bayons  to  Plaqnemine ;  I  am  a  French  subject,  and  never  was  natntalized. 

(J.  What  do  yon  mean  b.v  eaying  that  claimant  never  took  any  part  in  the  conflict 
between  the  United  States  and  the  Confederate  Slates  t—A.  I  mean  to  say  that  he 
hau  taken  no  port  on  either  side  and  remained  nontral. 

Q,  Do  yon  mean  to  say  that  he  never  took  up  urnis  on  either  side  T— A.  I  mean  to 
say  that  he  never  took  np  arms  on  either  aide ;  claimant  was  orrented  and  dinoharged 
after  we  went  to  New  OrleaoH  ;  he  wan  arrested,  as  much  as  I  can  reoullect,  in  Jane, 
1864,  and  discharged  about  one  month  after;  1  was  with  him  all  the  time;  from  tbe 
time  he  was  arrested  until  he  was  discbarged  ;  I  was  not  discharged  at  thu  same  time 
with  him  ;  I  was  discharged  four  or  live  days  after. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  tbe  parish  judge.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  mat- 
ter relative  to  the  claim  in  question  T  If  von  do,  xtate  it  fully.— A.  I  was  present 
when  claimant  obtained  a  receipt  from  Colonel  Sargeant/or  a  lot  of  cotton  that  hod 
been  taken  by  the  Federals  in  May,  106:). 

Q.  Do  yon  know  of  your  knowledge  It  was  for  cotton  taken  away  T— A.  1  only  know 
from  what  the  leceipt  said. 

(Objected  to  by  William  FessendeD,  esq.,  attorney  for  the  Uuited  States.) 

J.  BLOCH. 


By  the  Comuissioneii  ; 

Q.  Please  state  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  oorupatinn ;  whetlieryou  nre  in  any 
degree  ivlated  to  the  claimant  in  this  suit,  or  interested  in  the  result  thereof  t — ^A. 
My  name  is  C.  Babied;  am34yearsoldi  I  resided  in  Opeloosas  part  of  1660  and  1^1; 
I  reside  now  in  New  Orleans  ;  ray  occnpaCiou  is  a  clerk  :  1  am  nut  related  in  any  de- 
tcree  to  the  claimant  in  this  suit  nor  interested  in  the  result  thereof.  I  know  Jules 
Ferrodin  and  Augnste  P<'rro<liii ;  have  known  them  since  I  was  in  OpelouitaH ;  I  was 
in  their  employment  aliont  November,  1H60,  to  Jiini-,  lb6l ;  they  were  at  that  time  in 
partnership,  in  I(^  ;  this  partnership  was  dissolved  some  timein  September  ur  Octo- 
iMir,  lcf62 ;  I  know  this,  because  I  wrote  the  agreement  of  dissolution  myself. 

Being  shown  the  paper  which  is  handed  to  wituesi^,  be  is  asked  if  that  in  the  agree- 
ment of  dissolution  to  which  he  refern.  Re  ssys  it  is ;  it  is  genuine ;  I  wrote  it  oat 
myself,  and  the  signatures  thereto  are  the  genuine  signatures  of  tbe  parties. 

(Copy  of  this  agrpeuient  is  produced  and  marketl  M',  because  tbe  origiual  is  in 
a  bonnd  book  cnutAiniiig  many  other  things.  The  original  being  in  French,  a  literal 
translation  will  be  mode  by  tbe  commissioner  and  annexed  to  this  deposition  as  a 
Dsrt  thereof.) 

After  the  dissolution  Mr.  Jntea  Perrodin  carried  on  the  bnsineas  himself.     I  was  in 
Opelousas  at  the  time  I  wrote  out  Ibiit  agrei'metit.    At  the  time  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin 
was  a  person  whom  1  consiilervd  pretty  well  oQ'— not  of  very  large  means.    I  never 
saw  him  in  any  military  organization. 
Cross-examined : 

1  am  not  an  Anifricao  citizen.  1  om  a  Frenchman.  I  lived  in  New  Orleans  before 
living  in  Opelousas.  1  was  a  clerk  of  the  Perrodins.  The  business  of  tbe  Bnn  was 
having  a  country  store  and  making  advanceH  to  small  planters — a  sort  of  commission 
burliness  on  a  small  scale.  I  let!  their  cmpluyment  some  time  in  Hay  or  June,  1A61. 
I  did  not  stay  in  OpelonsoH  after  that  time.  I  came  back  to  New  Orleans,  I  was 
in  Opelousas  in  October,  lUBi,  I  was  traveling  on  businet«and  paaaing  through  Ope- 
lousae  at  that  time.  I  left  New  Orleans  in  July,  1B61.  From  tiie  lime  I  left  Nuw  Or- 
leans, in  1861,  up  to  the  time  I  was  in  Opelonsas,  in  October,  1862,  i  had  not  been  in 
New  .Orleans.  1  had  no  regular  standing  business.  My  residence  was  at  Alexandria. 
I  was  not  more  than  fifteen  days  nor  less  than  t«n  days  in  Opetoiisas  iu  October,  lySlj. 
As  I  had  been  in  their  employment  they  called  on  me  to  write  the  articles  of  dissola- 
tioD.  Auguste  Ferrodin  was  there  at  the  time.  He  was  then  iu  the  Cod  federate  Army, 
on  furlough. 

Q.  Will  yon  undertake  to  swear  positively  that  tbe  paper  wrltt«D  by  yon  oi 
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solution  of  copartnership,  and  which  has  been  shown  yaa  dnring  this  K 
iTM  written  and  signed  on  the  day  it  bears  datef — A..  Yes,  air, 

Q.  Did  you  see  it  signed  by  Jnles  and  Auguste  Perrodin  t — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Why  does  not  your  name  appear  there  as  a  subscribing  witneeaT — A.  I  do  not 
know,  but  I  believe  there  was  snmcient  subscribing  witneasea  withont  me.  I  puMd 
Heroral  times  throngh  Opeluusas  during  the  war  after  this  paper  was  signed.  I  did 
not  Kmain  in  Oixtlousos  for  any  great  length  of  time.  I  had  no  regnlar  employmcDt 
duriug  tbia  time. 

Q.  Didy[iuuotknnn-ornndentandlrameltherofsaidPerrodins,ataraboDttbetime 
said  agreement  of  dissolution  was  made,  oi  sinne,  that  notwithstanding  said  sgnn- 


ing  that  thu  proHts  were  to  he  shared  by  each  T — A.  I  know  nothing  of  their  busiiraB 
since  Ihii  instminent  of  dissoliitiun  was  written  by  me  and  sigura  by  them.  The; 
never  told  me  that  they  were  or  were  to  be  in  partnership,  notwilhstanding  this  dia- 
Bolntiou. 

Q.  Wftit  any  wont^y  paid  by  either  of  the  parties  to  the  other  at  the  time  said  agree- 
ment was  signed  f — A.  There  was  uu  money  paid  in  my  presence.  I  do  not  renhrmber 
'whetbfT  Iheru  was  an  nccuiint  of  stouk  takeu  at  the  time.  1  canaot  swear  positively 
ivheiher  tbure  was  a  balanue-shi'^C  of  ilebits  and  credits  modu  ap  at  the  time,  bat  1 
believe  there  wiix.     I  do  uot  remember  tliut  I  drew  up  any  such  sheet. 

Q.  (lu  general.)  Can  yon  stale  Mt^  other  matter  or  fact  other  than  what  yon  have 
already  sinttMl  which  may  bi:ueflt  either  party?  If  so,  pleoM  8tst«  the  same.— A.  I 
know  Dolhing  elite. 

C.  BABLEU. 
By  the  Commissionkk  : 

Q.  Please  slat'-  your  name,  af^e,  reeideuoe,  and  oconpation ;  whether  yon  are  in  *a< 
degree  re]atc<l  lo  the  claimant  or  interested  in  the  result  of  this  suit  T—A.  My  naau 
ia  Pierre  Laberie;  am  thirty-nine  years  old;  reside  in  Vew  Orleans;  am  a  wool  nier- 
chaut;  am  not  related  to  the  claimant  in  any  degree  or  interested  in  theresoit  of  ihi- 
Buit.  I  have  known  Mr.  Jules  Penodiu  ainco  leiil ;  I  came  from  France  in  DecembM. 
18fil)  J  I  went  to  Opelousae  in  May  or  June,  IriGl,  and  then  became  acquainted  with 
Jules  Perrodin.  Id  the  beginning  of  I'iGi  I  first  ijecanie  acquainted  with  Jul™  P^rro- 
din's  business;  after  the  taking  of  New  Orleans  in  May  or  April,  lueS,  I  went  V 
Opelousas  and  hoarded  with  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin.  During  the  war  I  remained  in  Op»- 
lonsas,  and  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin  duriug  that  time  had  no  partner  in  buaineaa ;  be  cod* 
J .  >.....- 1.1 ir  J..-1 — *i.i.» .  -oniotimea  Tiaitedtlie  parish  of  Avoyella 

Cross-ezamiDed  : 

I  left  New  Orleans  at  the  time  of  it«  capture ;  I  was  doing  nothing  in  Opelonsu 
durinc  the  war ;  I  sometimes  made  mm.  1  did  not  board  regularly  with  Jules  Peiro- 
din ;  I  Rtaid  with  him  sometimes  two  or  three  days,  sometimes  a  week,  to  help  him. 
I  sometimes  wrote  for  him  and  sometimes  sold  in  his  store.  I  never  saw  Angnate 
Perrodin  there ;  I  do  not  know  him ;  1  was  in  Opelousaa  in  October,  1^62,  but  do  not 
recollect  if  1  was  stayiuK  with  Mr.  Perrodin.  1  staid  while  in  Opelonnas  a  pkrt  of 
the  tinie  with  Theudoru  Valair  and  family ;  Mr.  Valair  is  a  planter  and  lived  9  rcDtm 
from  Opetoiiaas.  Mr.  Valair  mode  aome  cotton  in  1061— can't  t«llhowmach  he  made. 
Mr.  Talair  is  a  l>encb  subject.  I  know  of  no  persons  in  the  pariah  of  Landry  or  in 
Opelonitaa  who  placed  their  cottim  in  the  bands  of  Mr.  Valair  to  keep  it  secnn.  I 
was  in  Opelouaas  when  the  United  States  troops  came  there.  I  was  taken  prisoMT 
Iiy  tbem,  but  released  wben  they  ascertained  I  was  Dot  a  soldier.  Do  not  know  if 
Jii)i^  I'erroillu  was  in  Opelouaas  when  the  United  States  troops  iiret  came  there. 

y.  How  do  von  know  that  Augnale  Perrodin  was  not  a  partner  with  Jules  Perro- 
din ill  186iandafterwania!— A.  I  did  not  know  Mr.  Augnst.i  Perrodin.  After  1  went 
to  Ojielouaaa  in  May  or  June,  1862,  Julca  Perrodin  wus  apparently  carrying  mi  biui- 
nesK  >n  his  own  name.  He  never  told  me  that  be  had  a  partner,  and  I  never  kne* 
that  be  had  aOer  May  or  June,  ISIi-J. 

Q.  Did  yon  know  of  Jolea  Perrodin  training  with  a  militia  company  in  OpelovMif 
— A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Con  yon  stuto  anything  else  which  ma;  benelit  either  party  other  tbao  what 
you  have  already  stated  t    If  so,  please  state  Ibe  same.— A.  I  do  uot. 

P.  T.tBEHTE. 

By  the  Cohmissiokrr: 
Q.  Please  state  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation ;  whether  you  aie  in  anv 
degree  related  to  the  claimant  in  this  snit  or  intenst«d  in  the  result  thereof.— A. 
My  Dame  ia  Edward  Dnrand ;  aged  torty-three  years  j  leaide  in  New  Orleans,  and  <k- 
cupation  a  bookkeeper ;  1  am  uot  related  to  the  claimant  In  this  suit  nor  inteienfd 
in  the  resnlt  thereot  Am  now  acquainted  with  both  Jnlea  and  Aogoste  Panodin: 
drwt  became  aoquaiuted  with  Jules  Perrodin  in  1862,  when  I  was  then  in  the  en^loy 
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of  Lobet,  Charpeotter  &  Co.  ea  a  clerl,  Mr.  Jalea  Perrodin  was  one  of  otir  regalar 
cnatomers  diiriag  this  period  ;  his  trauaoctioDs  nit]i  oar  house  weni  pretty  eitenaive; 
we  received  hie  prodDi«  und  filled  his  urdi'rs.  To  the  best  of  ray  recoUectiou  from 
the  time  I  iirst  became  couiieet.ed  with  the  house  of  Lobet,  Charpentier  A,  Co.,  which 
was  in  JanuBTy,  1862,  the  accouuts  of  uiiJ  bouse  weie  iu  the  Dame  uf  Jules  Perrudia 
individually.  Ail  the  aeconnts,  sales,  accuuut  eorrants,  all  auconnts  aud  coiTeopood- 
eoce  were  rendered  to  him  individuatlj.  The  docuuienls  attached  and  marked  "C" 
show  n  part  of  the  IrausactianH  of  Lobet,  Charpentier  &  Co.  with  J,  &.  A.  Penodin 
and  Jules  Perrodin  individually. 

(These  documents  are  intixMluced  by  claimant's  codusoI  subject  to  all  legal  objeo- 

Cross-exaini  nation : 
During  the  war  I  was  in  New  Orleans.     I  entered  the  eniplojment  of  the  firm  of 
Lobet,  Cbarpeutier  &  Co.  in  January,  tdG^,  and  remained  in  tboir  employ  and  the  cm- 
pluy  of  their  successors  in  hitsiness  until  lt4G9.     After  the  capture  uf  New  Orleans  by 
the  IJniti'd  States  forces  no  commerce  or  buHiue<is  was  carriMl  on  between  Opeloiisaa 
and  New  Orleans.     No  commerce  or  communication  was  carrit-d  on  except  surropti- 
tionaly  through  the  lines.     I  have  no  recollection  of  sales  of  goods  to  Jules  Perrodin 
by  our  firm  from  the  occupation  of  New  Orleans  by  the  United  States  foi'ces  tilt  the 
close  of  the  war. 

Q.  (In  genernl.)  Con  yon  state  any  other  matter  oj 
altPady  slated,  which  may  benefit  either  party  I     I 
Nothing. 

ED.  DL'RAND. 
.    By  the  CoHuiasioNKR: 
Q.  Please  state  your  name,  qce,  residence,  and  occiipatiou  ;  whether  yon  are  in  any 
degree  related  to  the  claimant  in  this  suit  or  interest^  in  the  result  thereof  t — A.  My 
name  ia  Theodore  Valade;  am  sixty-five  years  old,  and  reside  near  Opelonsas,  in  the 
parish  of  Saint  Landry  ;  am  a  planter.     I  am  not  related  to  the  claimant ;  am  not  in- 
terested in  Htiy  manneT  in  this  suit. 

I  have  known  Jn1e»  Perrodin  for  the  last  ilO  years.    I  knew  him  at  Grand  Cotean 
and  afterwards  at  Ouelonsas.     I  also  knew  his  cousin,  August  e  Perrodin;  he  wss  bom 
at   Grand  Co'ean.    Jules  Perrodin  is  a  Frenchman,  bora  in  Prance.     Anguste  and 
Jules  Perrodin  were  in  partnership,    i  waeemptoTed  by  Mr.  JuW Perrodin  Irom  July, 
IWil,  to  the  end  of  1863.    I  know  that  it  was  the  intention  of  Jules  Perrodin  as  far 
hack  as  ttWl  to  dissolve  the  partnership  between  him  and  his  cousin  [he  always  in- 
tended to  dissolve  his  connection  with  his  cousin,  because  that  consin  wasabuut  ei)t«r< 
ing  the  Confederate  ormy], 
(Testimony  iu  brackets  objected  to.) 

The  agreement  of  disaolntion  of  this  partnership  was  eflVcted  in  1862,  and  being 
referred  to  the  original  act  uf  dissolntion  he  recognizes  bis  signature  thereto  as  one 
of  the  attesting  witnesses,  and  he  recognizes  the  signatiireH  of  all  the  pa^til^s  and 
attesting  wilnenses,  and  that  it  was  executed  on  the  day  it  bears  dat»,  viz,  STIh 
October,  186-2.     I  know  that  the  monejy  stipulated  to  be  paid  in  said  act  was  paid  to 
AngUKtf  Perrodin  by  Jules  Perrodin;  it  was  paid  in  my  presence.     After  the  dissolu- 
tion all  the  business  was  canied  on  for  liisown  account  and  in  bis  own  name  by  Jnles 
Perrodin  ;  I  was  the  bookkeeper  and  know  that  Augusle  snliHeqiient  to  the  dissolu- 
tion bud  no  interest  whatever  in  the  business.     I  have  a  knowledge ;  am  perfectly 
acquainted  with  the  means  of  Jules  Perro<lin ;  ho  had  sufficient  means  to  carry  on  tbo 
cotton  transactions  with  which  I  nni  acquainted;  all  the  cotton  transactions  were 
entered  iu  the  books  of  Jules  Perrodin  in  his  own  name  and  for  his  individual  account. 
I  naw  Jules  Perrodin  at  the  begiuuiug  of  the  war,  compelled  to  muster  in  the  militia 
withont  arms,  and  1  know  he  never  left  Opelousas.     I  know  that  he  spent  a  ureat  deal 
of  money  to  get  out  of  it,  and  even  went  to  Shreveport  and  obtained  a  jn<lgment 
granting  him  a  discharge.     Mr.  Jules  Perrodin  did  never,  directly  or  indirectly,  give 
any  aid  to  the  Confederales ;  eompiimes  the  Confederates  came  and  took  things  by 
force.     He  gave  as  mnch  aid  to  the  Federals  as  he  did  to  the  Confederates.     In  order 
not  to  tie  plundered,  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin  closed  out  his  stock  by  sale  by  auction,  and 
spent  considerable  money  to  obtain  bis  discharge  from  the  militia. 
Cross-examined : 
I  cune  here  in  1849,  aud  found  Jnles  Perrodin  in  Lonisiana,  at  Grand  Colean,  in  St- 
Laudry  Parish,  about  ten  niiles  from  Opelousas ;  he  has  lived  there  ever  since ;  I  am 
not  a  naturalized  ciltsen;  I  have  always  been  a  French  subject.      I  was  clerk  and 
bookkeeper  of  Jules  Perrodin.      I  was  the  only  one.     I  was  employed  in  July,  1861, 
and  so  remained  niitil  end  of  December,  18C2.      I  live  nine  meters  from  Ojielonsas. 
Julus  Perrodin  lived  at  OpeloilHas.      I  di>  not  now  reniember  the  exact  jieriml  when 
i_i.  .  n         .._  ..>j  i.-.j.   ..     .         ...        lint  it  was  after  the  dissolution,  and  after  I 

before,  oonsidcrahle  time  before  the  ariival 
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of  tlie  Federal  troops.  After  I  left  liis  employ  I  remained  nt  mj  home,  except  ocea- 
Hiooal  visits  to  OpelonsaB.  I  reiiSed  on  my  place  from  th«  time  1  left  Pemdio  luitil 
the  end  of  the  war,  except  thnt  I  visited  New  OrleAuaoocaaionaUy  on  paMesottaiiud 
from  Geoeral  Baaks. 

Q.  Did  yon  also  bave  posses  from  Confederate  offioertf— A.  I  did. 

(J.  WbHt  was  joiir  bnsiness  in  New  Orleans  t — A.  I  came  to  see  my  friendfi  tnd  ob 
ImaiuesB  witL  the  French  consnl ;  at  one  time  before  the  seizure  of  Peirodin'i  cottoa 
I  oame  to  New  Orleans  for  the  purpose  of  registering  in  the  consul's  office  certain  cot- 
toil  belongiiig  to  Mr.  J.  Perrodin.  I  can't  say  tlint  1  registered  alt  the  cotton  that 
Perrodin  owned  at  that  time.  I  inow  uof  hiug  of  the  intentions  of  Mr.  Perrodin,  bat 
I  suppose  he  registered  all  the  cotton  be  owned  at  that  time.  This  registering  ira* 
done  some  time  after  the  cnptnre  uf  New  Orleans.  I  cannot  recollect  the  exact  date, 
as  1  bad  no  interest  in  it  ana  was  eimply  doing  a  favor  for  Mr.  Perrodin.  I  recoUect 
it  was  in  the  summer.  It  was  registered  soleli;  in  the  name  of  Jules  Perrodin.  At 
this  time  I  bad  no  pass  from  General  Bauks;  he  was  not  here  at  that  time,  nor  did  I 
have  a  pass  from  Goucral  Uutler,  nor  did  I  have  a  pass  ^om  any  Confederate  officer. 

Q.  How  did  yon  get  in  the  United  States  liueat — A.  I  presented  myself  to  the  Fed- 
eral captain,  colonel,  or  other  ofBcer  commanding  at  Plniiuemine.  stated  Khat  toy 
bnsiness  was,  and  that  I  was  a  French  sabject,  and  he  gave  mo  a  pass  to  New  Or- 

Q.  How  did  yon  cet  hack  within  the  Confederate  lines  t~A.  By  the  intercession  of 
my  friend  Captain  Bowles,  an  officer  of  the  staff  of  General  Banks,  an  aide-de-camp: 

I  got  a  pass  by  order  of  General  Banks  to  go  back  to  my  home  in  Opelousas. 

Q.  How  long  was  you  absent  from  Opelousaa  at  that  time  T— A.  At  that  time  1  re- 
mained at  least  four  months  bet's.     During  this  time  I  was  in  the  employ  of  Jale* 

Q.  During  the  tinie  from  Jnly,  1861,  to  December,  I&62,  how  much  of  that  timedid 
you  spend  in  Opeloosas  T — A.  This  was  my  only  absence  from  Opelonsas  during  this 
period. 

Q.  What  kind  of  money  was  paid  by  Jules  Perrodin  to  Angusle  at  the  time  of  the 
co-called  diiiFohition  of  partnership  ? — A.  Two- thirds  of  the  amonnt  was  paid  in  baak' 
notes  and  about  one-third  in  Confederate  notes,  which  had  tbe  same  value  aa  bank 

Q,  Do  you  know  thatthatsamemoneygr  most  of  the  same  was  returned  byAngnste 
Perrodin  to  Jules  Perrodin  t — A.  1  do  not  know ;  it  was  about  the  time  that  I  sne- 
ceeded  Babied,  tlie  former  bookkeeper  of  Mr.  Perrodin. 

Q.  How  did  it  happen  that  Auguete  Perrodin  was  in  Opelousas  in  liWal— A.  He 
came  there  on  business  for  his  regiment, 

Q.  Were  yoii  not  informed  by  the  French  consul,  and  did  yon  not  so  inform  Julea 
Perrodin,  iliat  iu  order  to  hold  his  cotton  it  was  necessary  that  An<:iiste  Penwlia 
should  not  aiipear  to  be  his  partner  f — A.  The  consul  gave  me  this  inforoiatioD.  hot 
at  the  time  be  did  so  the  partnership  had  been  before  dissolved;  I  did  nottraosmil 
this  information  to  Jnies  Pemidin,  or  commuoicate  with  him  aboiit  it  or  Hpeak  to  him 
abinit  it;  it  was  unnecessary  ;  the  dissolution  had  already  taken  place.    * 

Q.  Alter  jou  returned  from  Kew  Orleans  the  tirst  time,  did  you  visit  Ken  Orieius 
again  belore  Prrrndin's  cotton  was  seized  by  the  United  t^tates  forces  T— A.  Ko,  I  did 
not ;  I  was  at  home  when  Perrodin's  cotton  was  seized ;  I  was  on  my  plantation : 
there  wan  ahont  thirteen  or  lifteen  bales  on  my  place  belonging  to  Mr.  Pcrrad in  which 
had  been  seized ;  I  did  not  cultivate  it ;  it  was  ginned  and  balfd  on  my  place  and  re- 
mained there  uniil  its  seizure;  it  had  been  raised  by  small  planters  iu  uiy  neighbor- 
hood ;  iLerewBB  other  cotton  on  my  plate,  but  tliis  was  the  only  cotton  there  that 
■belonged  to  Perrodin;  there  were  169  baleson  my  place  which  were  seized, besides  Per- 
rmliii^ ;  these  16S>  bales  belonged  to  me ;  I  cultiyatcd  from  fifty  to  lil^y-two  bales  of 
this  lot,  and  Che  balance  I  purchased. 

Q.  Have  you-paid  for  that  cotton,  or  bad  it  been  placed  in  yonr  hands  for  safekeep- 
ing, liecBuae  you  were  a  French  snbject  T — A.  All  the  balance  of  this  lot  was  paid  fM 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  that  Jules  Perrodin  drilled  or  assisted  to  drill  tbe 
niilitiu  in  Opelousas  or  Saint  Landiy,  which  was  afierwnrds  sent  out  of  thepaHthio 
Camp  Bislnnd,  Kew  Orleans,  or  elsewhere  f— A.  I  don't  know  that  he  either  drilled  or 
SNHisleit  in  drilling  or  that  he  went  out  of  tbe  parish,  hut  I  know  that  he  was  tnti 
for  not  attending  to  drill ;  this  was  about  the  beginning  of  the  war. 

Q.  Was  Jules  Perrodin  a  popular  man  in  QpelousasI— A.  He  was  veiy  popnlw, 
generoDs,  and  enjoyed  tbe  esteem  of  everybody.  Jules  and  Anguste  Perrodin  hs** 
worked  together  since  tbe  close  of  tbe  war,  but  I  do  not  know  if  the  partnership  bM 
been  renewed  between  them ;  it  is  the  belief  that  they  have  been  anociated  aioce  tbe 
close  of  the  war, 

Q.  <In  general.)  Can  you  slate  anything  else  other  than  what  you  have  already 
statedwhicfa may  benefiteitherparty ;  ifso.statotbesf"""'     *    Hf^^—^-.h— —««. 
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Bet-ween  the  uDdBraisD^d  Jn1e«  Peirodln  on  the  one  part,  antl  Augnete  PeTTodin  on 
the  otber  part,  vnre  pa«sed  i^reementa,  aa  follows : 

1.  Proni  the  dBt«  of  tOrday  the  assooiation  oalled  J.  &.  A.  FerrodtQ  is  disBolred  by 
matiial  consent. 

2.  Said  Jnlee  Perrodin  agrees  to  pay  the  debts  contracted  b;  said  association  «nd 
takes  charge  of  all  liqaidatiun  at  his  risks  and  peril. 

3.  Said  AugDste  Perrodiu  acknowledges  by  these  preseols  to  have  sold,  as  in  fact  he 
does  B4;ll  and  abandon  to  said  Jules  Perrodin  his  inoietj^  of  the  merchandise  in  store, 
the  accounts  and  notes  due  to  said  Bssociation,  the  property  in  slaves,  honsehold, 
boDne  and  dependencies,  transferring  all  hif  rights  to  all  property  belonging  to  said 
asiKtciatioD  for  the  sum  of  fifteen  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  as  per  estimate  made 
anil  agreement  between  them  for  which  receipt  and  entire  discharge  is  given. 

Done  in  dnplicate  between  us  at  Opslonsas  this  2Ttb  of  Octoher,  1862. 

J.  PERRODIN, 
A.  PERRODIN. 

"Witn  esses : 

E.    PiLATB. 
G.    ESTORGBL. 


DOCUMENTARY  EVIDENCE  FROM  FRENCH  AGENT. 

Filed  February  1,  1883. 
Jut-Es  Prbromn     ) 

r,  SNo.  90. 

Thb  United  States.  ) 

Augustus  Burleioh,  adm.,  &.e.,'\ 

Sarab  Arnaus,  beneficiary,      !  j^^  251 

The  U^^TED  States.  J 

Washisoton,  h  Iw/ft'r  IS83. 
Uesars.  W.  F.  Peddrics  and  J.  BcEUFvi, 

Secrtlariea  : 
Ton  are  requested  to  file  the  accompanying  doonment,  pages  63  to  104,  incloBive, 
iirith  the  papers  and  proofs  in  the  above-entitled  cases. 

GRIMAUD  DB  CAUX, 
Agmi  OK  theparl  of  the  Frenek  .BepuiHo. 

United  States  Court  of  Claims.    December  term,  A.  D.  1670. 

No.  30nU.  Lapeoe  &.  Ferre  e.  The  ITnited  States. 
No.'33U1.  Michel  Castille  n.  The  United  States? 
No.  XiiS.  Desire  Godot  v.  The  United  States. 
No.  3390.  Jean  Uaporte  u.  The  iruited  States, 
No.  3392.  Simon  Queyroiine  r.  The  United  States. 
No.  3346,  J.  D.  Swaim  v.  The  United  8tat«8. 
No.  3347.  Cornelius  Donate  d.  The  United  States. 
No.  309H.  Robert  P.  Rayne  v.  The  United  States. 

Jacob  Hirsh  r.  The  United  States. 
No.  3459.  Mary  C.  Cleveland  v.  The  United  States. 
No.  3460.  Harriet  A.  Mills  t:  The  United  States. 
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f  the  olaimanta  in  tb«  eanaei, 
rritt«D,  t*keii  in  the  citT  of 
t  the  offlee  of  P.  W.  Pal&ef, 
;a  of  August,  A.  D.  1970. 

Freaent:  The  ctairaaute,  b;  their  sotioitor,  Joho  J.  Weed,  eeq..  The  Uoited  States 
lepresented  h;  Darwin  E.  Ware,  esq.,  by  and  bvfote  me. 

FBANCI3  W.  PALFHEY, 
C«Mmi»»iontr  of  M«  Court  of  CInau. 

Thomas  E.  CHtCKBJtiKO,  of  Boetoo,  county  of  Suffolk,  in  the  State  and  dittiict  oT 
MMsachuxetta,  linving  bceu  Br«t  duly  anoni,  deposea  aa  IoIIowb  : 

Firet  ^neral  iDterrogatory  by  the  com  miss  inner.  Flense  to  state  your  naioe,  foiu 
occnpatxin,  your  age,  your  pluce  of  rtaidence  the  pant  year ;  whether  you  have  aoj 
Interest,  direct  or  iudireet,  in  the  claims  which  are  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  vbeiW, 
and  in  'H'hat  degree,  you  are  related  to  the  clainiantH.^A.  My  uanw  is  Thomas  E. 
Chickeriu^ ;  1  am  a  maker  of  pianofortes ;  I  am  fort^-five  yeaie  old  ;  I  have  lired  the 
past  year  m  Boston.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  iu  the  claiuie  which  uc 
the  subject  of  iuquiry ;  -I  am  not  in  any  degree  related  to  any  nf  the  claimautt. 
By  solicitor  for  claimant,  John  J.  Wrbd,  Esq. : 

Q.  State  whether  or  not,  during  the  late  relmtlion,  you  were  iu  the  military  ifrvicr 
of  tho  Uniteil  Ktatos;  and  if  yea,  state  in  what  years  von  were  in  su^^b  service,  and 
iu  what  capacity.— A.  I  was,  in  the  years  trWS  and  1865,  both  inclusive.  I  entered 
the  service  as  colonel  of  the  Forty-lirst  UeKimeiit  of  Massachusetw  Volnnteer  InfaDiry. 
ftfternards  changed  to  the  Third  MaEsacLu setts  Volunteer  Cavalrv.  While  hol<Liug 
that  couimission.  I  was  Bssigsed  to  duty  oh  military  Kuvcruor  at  the  parixh  uf  SI. 
Landry,  which  included. the  city  of  Opelousos^  about 'tha  aOth  of  April,  1H63.  ind  I 
continued  to  act  as  such  military  governor  till  the  I91b  of  May  folloKiut;.  Daring 
my  term  of  service,  I  was  assigned  to  varions  commands  in  Louisiana,  and  I  was  fn- 
qneutly  in  coniniaud  of  a  brigade  or  divisiou  of  troops,  or  of  a  number  of  regimrnla 
equal  to  the  usual  complement  of  a  brigade  or  division.  While  1  waa  military  go''- 
etnor  of  St.  Landry,  I  bad  under  my  command  various  troops,  and  when  I  tcasrr- 
lieved  from  duty  as  military  governor  as  aforesaid,  I  took  witb  me  the  following  Teg- 
iments  and  battery  :  The  41st  Massachusetts,  now  serving  as  uiouiiteil  riSes  :  ihr  7fii 
Massochusetre  Infantry,  the  22d  and  S(ith  Maine  Inl'autry<  the  Vmh,  110th,  lUth.  unt 
175th  New  York  Infantry,  and  a  section  of  Nini's  First  MusHschn setts  Battery. 

My  headquarters,  while  military  governor  of  the  parish  of  St.  Landrv.  were  at  Op- 
elouBos  and  Barre's  Landing.  Regiments  under  my  command  were,  w&ile  1  was  •uch 
military  governor,  engaged  in  gathering  cotl«u,  sugar,  and  other  products  of  [be 
countrj',  under  orders  given  by  me,  iu  obedience  to  omersfrom  superior  headniiarten. 
The  Forty-first  MiiBsaohilsi'tta  was  the  regiment  most  euEnsed  in  these  duties,  anil 
the  Fifty-second  Massac busetts,  at  Barre's  Landing,  atl«ndeiitn  fDrwarding  what  the 
Forty-flrst  MuKsnchuselts  and  others  gathered.  I  have  no  meinornnda  or  niriins  of 
stating  the  amount  or  details  of  property  seized  by  troops  under  my  command.  Wr 
had  books  that  gave  full  details,  showing  every  bate  of  cotton,  barrel  of  sujfsr.  \c.. 
where  sud  when  seized,  by  whom  seized,  to  whom  belonging,  &<:,,  but  ihey  vert 
burned  at  Brusheur  City,  while  they  were  stored  there  during  our  absence  on  tbc 
Port  Hudson  campaign.  Tbetowns  of  New  llieria,  Abbeville,  Washington,  OiMlan. 
sas,  and  Barre's  Landiug  were  all  or  most  of  them  in  the  parish  of  St.  Landry,  uiil 
under  my  command,  and  oil  of  them  were  viaited  by  troops  under  my  cooiniaud.  ud 
cotton,  sugar,  and  other  products  of  the  country  tukuu  ttom  them. 

"  ■■      "        1,  I  detailed  regiment  to  collect  the  pmdncta  of  the  country  and 


Kuard  the  train,  or  directi'd  the  couimandi'ie  ofilcer  of  a  regiment  to  m 

do  the  work.    Thi>  conimaudiUE  officer  of  tno  regiment  named  would  then  mate  lof 

special  detail.     I  mostly  used  tlie  Forty-llrat  MassachuBetts  Regiment  for  thin  dnij. 


Lieutenant- Colonel  LoruiiKO  D.  Sargent,  of  I^wrence,  Kta:<s.,  of  that  regiin 
provost  iiiaibhal  of  Opelousas  while  I  was  mililu^  governor  us  above,  and  Ueh*! 
more  or  lean  to  do  with  the  work.  Lieut.  Ftfury  S.  Adams,  uf  Chicofwe,  Masa ,  kv 
adjutant  of  the  Forty-HrHt,  and  through  him  the  details  were  naturally  made.  LirpL 
Charles  B.  Stoddai-d,  of  Ftymuuth,  Mass.,  was  quartermaster  uf  the  Forty-lirat,  ud. 
while  we  were  at  OpelouHasbe  was  post  qnartermaster.  The  quartermaster's  wr^raDt 
of  tbo  Forty-first,  J.  H.  King»1ey,  bad  u  great  deal  to  do  with  the  seixnns,  but  I 
don't  know  where  ho  is.  He  had  chaise  of  the  books.  Maj.  John  F.  Viual,  of  >>■ 
Bedford,  Blasa.,  was  in  direct  command  of  the  regiment  while  I  was  military  gavn- 
nor,  and  while  Lieutenant  Colonel  Sargent  was  provost  marshal.  Captains  FrMfrick 
G.  Pope,  of  Boston,  and  Edward  L.  Noyes,  then  of  Lawrence,  Maas.,  now  ol  Bssloo. 
both  of  the  Forty-fimt  Regiment,  were  principally  employed  in  these  aeizuMa. 

Aftr  the  forces  under  my  command  had  collected  the  products  of  the  country,  cot- 
ton.sugar,  Ac,  it  was  carW  from  Opelousoa  to  Barre's  Landing,  ftnd  tltm  tbfiice 
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shipped  down  tha  Bajou  Teohe  to  New  Orleans,  to  Colonel  HoUbird,  cbtef  qnortei- 

maaterof  tbeDHpartmeat  of  the  Qnlf.  Opelonaas  is  inland,  that  is,  not  on  the  Teche, 
and  no  cotton  woa  sent  thence  by  wat«r.  Tbeie  was  no  way  to  Bend  cott^in  tbenoo 
by  traler.    The  cotton  was  Bhipped  from  Uarre's  LandiuR  nnder  tbe  direction  of  the 

S[iartenn aster  of  that  pout,  which  was  under  the  immediftte  oominand  of  Colonel 
raenleaf,  of  tbe  Fifty-second  Massachusetts  Begiment.  I  don't  lecall  his  name.  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  the  shipment  of  any  cotton  to  any  other  person  at  New  Orleans 
than  Colonel  Holabiid,  that  is,  from  that  part  of  the  ooontry  where  I  was  military 
gOTamor.     I  had  no  official  knowledge  of  what  became  uf  the  cotton  after  it  passod 


chief  qnartermaster. 

I  was  ordered  to  Barre's  LandinK  on  May  5,  ISS),  and  M»iiraed  command  there  on 
the  llthfollowinK-  I  luft  Barre's  Landing  Thursday,  May  21,  1?63.  (  left  no  troops 
at  Opelousas.  All  went  with  me  to  Barre's  Landine.  I  uaonot  state  whether  all  the 
cott«u,  BDgnr,  &,a.,  brought  ioIoOiielnnsas  before  1  left  it  as  above,  had  been  removed 
'when  I  lett  it.  When  I  left  Barre's  Landing  as  above,  the  post  there  was  abandoned, 
and  ull  the  prcdoots  of  the  country  previouely  brought  there  were,  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge,  n-nioved.  Imovert  from  there  with  my  train  and  troops  to  Berwick,  oppo- 
site New  GrleanH,  and  on  Tuesday,  May  afi,  reported  to  Colonel  Chandler,  quartermas- 
ter at  Brasbear  City,  and  turned  over  my  whole  train  to  him.  If  the  train  contained 
any  cotton,' it  wasn't  much.  While  I  waa  military  governor,  as  above,  our  established 
lines  did  not  extend  beyond  OpelnuBae  and  Barre's  Landing,  but  we  bad  communica- 
tion between  tboBe  two  plaues  all  the  time.  Our  parties  used  to  go  out  say  ten  or  fif- 
teen miloH  into  the  enemy's  country.    The  parties  went  nnder  strong  escort. 

Cross-examination  conducted  by  Darwin  E.  Ware,  Esq.,  for  the  United  Stat«s: 

Q.  When  did  your  seizures  begin  in  the  Saint  Landry  distHct  I— A.  April  20,  1663, 
or  about  then  ;  I  took  command  at  Opelonsos  ou  that  day,  and  we  went  right  about 
it.     That  was  what  we  were  put  there  for. 

Q.  What  penional  sn^iervision  did  yon  give  to  these  seizures  f — A.  None. 

Q.  What  supervision  did  yon  have  of  the  reports  of  seizures  made  by  parties  de- 
tailed by  yon  I — A.  Reports  would  be  made  by  the  ofQcers  of  the  foraging  parties  to 
the  ([uartorm aster  of  tbe  post,  and  his  books  were  submitted  to  me  daily. 

Q.  With  what  particularity  as  to  means  of  identification  aa  to  ownership,  &c., 
were  the  reports  uf  the  qnartermaater  submitted  to  you  madeT — A.  The  cotton  was 
reported  as  taken  from  such  and  such  a  plantation. 

Q.  Were  there  any  means  of  identifying  tbe  cotton  after  seizure,  by  marks  showing 
from  what  ]>tanlatiini  tbe  cotlou  came  t — A.  I  can't  state  from  my  own  knowledge 
tlial  there  were.  To  the  best  of  uiy  knowledge  and  belief,  whenever  cotton  was 
receipted  for,  tbe  receipt)*  run  for  so  many  bales  of  cotton  marked  so  and  so.  If  there 
was  any  order  given  to  give  receipts,  it  was  a  verbal  order.  I  cannot  say  whether 
any  snch  order  was  given.     There  was  no  written  order  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Did  tbe  quart  or  master's  books  submitted  to  you  contain  memoranda  of  tbe  marka 
OD  tbe  cotton,  sbuwing  plantations  from  which  it  was  taken  t— A.  Yes. 

Q.  From  what  towns  in  tbe  neighborhood  of  Opelousas  were  these  seizures  made! — 
A.  I  cannot  specify  the  towns.  1  can  only  say  that  they  were  made  within  10  or  16 
miles  of  Opelousas  or  Barre's  Lauding.    These  places  wore  about  0  miles  apart. 

Q.  Were  the  seiznreM  of  cotton  made  exclusively  in  any  particular  locality  in  tbe 
neighborhood  uf  0[>elousaa  T — A.  No. 

Q.  For  how  long  a  time  from  tbe  time  when  you  began  were  these  seizures  made, 
and  were  they  maile  continuously,  or  at  intervals  f— A.  They  were  made  from  April 
20  to  May  21.     They  were  made  continuously, 

Q.  Were  they  made  after  yon  censed  to  be  oommander  of  the  post  I — A.  No. 

(j.  What  was  done  with  the  cotton,  in  tbo  way  of  storage,  npon  ite  arrival  at  Ope- 
lonsas,  or  what  was  done  with  it  t — A.  In  some  caflcs  it  was  piled  up  on  vacant  lots. 
In  other  cases  it  was  sent  right  through  to  Barre'H  Lauding. 

Q.  When  sent  through  to  Barre'ii  Lauding  was  it  sent  in  charge  of  Ibepartieswbicti 
brought  it  in,  or  how  otherwise  I — A.  The  same  train  and  guard  that  brought  it  in 
would  carry  it  through. 

Q.  In  that  case  would  the  cotton  be  reported  to  yonr  quartermaster  I — A.  Yes;  I 
think  in  every  case. 

Q.  Would  the  party,  in  snch  esse,  on  arriving  at  Opelousas,  receive  new  ordi-rs  for 
its  deliveiT  at  Barre's  Landing,  in  writing  T— A,  No 

Q.  To  whom  would  ihe  parties  dtliver  it  at  Barre's  Landing,  in  such  case  T — A.  To 
the  post  quartermaster.     I  can't  recall  bis  name. 

Q.  Was  the  pOHt  qnartermaster  at  Barre's  Landing  nnder  yonr  command  dnriug 
these  seizures  and  before  yon  assumed  command  there  t — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  the  shipment  of  cotton  at  Barre's  Landing  to  Brashear  City  proceed  during 
these  seizures,  and  before  you  assumed  command  there  F — A.  I  suppose  so.  My  official 
knowledge  did  not  extend  beyond  Barre's  Landing  dnrlog  the  period  inquired  of. 
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Q.  Did  the  nporta  of  cnttoo  received  by  thepost  qnart»nna«teTBtB«rT«'iLft«ding, 
lieK>re  yon  took  command  there,  come  under  your  omcial  Ruperrision  T — A.  No. 

Q.  Hud  yon  ofScial  Buperviaion,  then,  of  the  Nbipmentu  of  cotton  from  Bun's 
liftQdinK  tliat  took  place  before  you  aMatued  command  there  T — A.  Mo. 

Q.  What  was  the  process  of  xendiug  to  Barre'a  Landing  the  cotton  ceixed,  irhkb, 
when  brongbt  in,  van  stored  at  Opelousas,  before  yon  assumed  comauDd  at  Buret 
Lftndine,  as  regards  documentary  vouchers  T — A.  There  were  no  vouchers.  That  is,  I 
kno'v  of  noDe.  None  wersKiveu  or  received  at  the  time  of  transfer  of  cotton  tnni 
Opelonsas  to  Barro's  Landinjc.  When  cotton  was  so  sent,  it  was  withont  anjwriUeD 
omer  sliowLiig  what  cotton  was  bo  aent. 

Q.  Were  there  ever  aoy  oocasions  for  comparing  the  books  of  the  post  qnartn- 
loasters  at  Opvlooiuw  and  at  Barre'a  Landing,  to  see  nhetbor  they  correepondol  f— 
A.  No:  I  know  of  none.  ■ 

Q.  After  you  took  command  at  Barre's  Lauding,  were  any  shipments  of  eotlon 
made  from  there  to  Braehear  City  1— A.  Yea. 

Q.  What  proportion  of  all  you  seized  was  so  shipped  T — A.  It  would  be  hardly  more 
than  gness-work  to  ansn-er.     1  should  think  about  a  third- 

Q.  What  was  tbe  process  of  shipment  after  you  took  command  at  Barre's  Landing, 
ma  regards  documentary  vouchers  to  or  from  yourself  f — A.  There  were  no  vonchrn 
given  or  received  by  nie. 

(j.  What  was  tbe  aj;Kregate  amount  of  cotton  seized  by  you  at  this  time — from  the 
time  of  arrival  at  Opelousas  to  youT  departure  from  Barre's  Landing  f — A.  I  should 
e»j  over  6,000  bales;  not  far  from  that. 

Q.  Did  you  seize  any  cotton  which,  at  the  time  of  seizure,  was  not  in  balea  T— A.  I 
do  not  remember  of  any. 

Q.  Was  this  cotton  all  of  one  qaality,  or  how  otherwise,  and  what  was  its  general 
character  f — A.  I  don't  know  unythiug  about  it. 

Q.  Who  had  charge  of  the  shipment  of  cotton  at  Barre's  Landing  after  youaasaunl 
«ommand  there f— A.  My  post  ijuartcrm aster.     It  was  Lieatenaut  Stoddard,  I  think. 

Q.  Uuder  what  orders  from  you  as  to  its  destination  was  it  so  shipped  f — A.  Tod»- 
liver  it  to  the  qnartertn aster  at  Brashear  City.     It  went  aboard  sieamera. 

Q.  What  BteamerH  transported  iti — A.  I  remember  the  name  of  only  one,  and  that 
wan  thu  LoiiisiauaBolle;  there  were  several  others. 

Q.  After  the  arrival  of  the  cotton  at  Brashear  City,  have  you  any  farther  knoirl- 
«dge  of  it«  destination,  or  what  became  of  it  f— A.  No. 

Q.  What  wiM  tbe  character  of  the  territory  in  which  these  seizures  were  made,  h 
to  hostility  to  the  United  States,  and  were  there  diflerencea  in  this  particular  betirceo 
difl'erent  localities t — A.  1  considered  them  alt,  ihe  inhabitants  of  this  part  of  Lonis- 
iaua,  as  hostile  to  the  United  States,  and  enemies,  although  they  wore  not  in  arm>. 
They  claimed  the  protection  of  tbe  United  States  Government  as  lieing  foreignrTs. 
They  were  all  French  there.  They  almost  all  of  them  had  some  of  their  male  people 
in  the  war  on  tbe  Confederate  aide. 

Q.  Did  yoa  know  any  or  all  of  these  plaintiffs  when  yon  were  in  command  Ihrn, 
-  penionally  or  by  repntation  t — A.  No ;  I  hearti  such  names ;  they  were  common  th«tt. 

Q.  Did  yon  receive  any  aid  or  manifestation  of  friendliness  from  any  of  these  claint- 
antfl  while  yon  were  in  oommand  in  this  locality  t — A.  I  know  of  none ;  or  from  to; 
«if  tbe  inhabitants. 

Q.  la  there  any  benefit  of  any  kind  to  yourself  depending  upon  the  result  of  tbtw 
olaimst — A.  No. 

Q.  Huvu  you  had  any  correspondence  with  any  of  these  claimants  or  pereonal  inter- 
views in  regard  to  these  claims,  directly  or  indirectly  T — A.  None,  to  my  knowledite. 

Q.  Have  you  stated  the  names  of  all  the  officers  of  whom  yon  have  any  recolInctiDni 
as  having  anything  to  do  with  these  seizures  f  If  not,  plirase  add  them. — A.  No,  I 
have  not.  I  will  add  the  uaoiea  of  Cant.  David  J.  Bunker,  Boston:  Capt.  Lyman  W. 
Oould,  Boston;  Capt.  Francis  F.  Boyd,  Boston;  First  Lieut.  Bmdlev  Dean,  Bamat;  - 
First  Lieut,  .lames  W.  Hervey,  New  Bedford;  First  Lieut.  William  M.  Gifford,  Uoi- 
ton;  First  Lieut.  Wesley  A.  Uore,  Boston;  First  Lieut.  David  P.  Mussey,  Camlirid^: 
First  Lieut.  C.  W.  C.  Rhodes,  Boston;  Second  Lieut.  K.  H.  Kobbina,  New  Bedfonl; 
Second  Lieut.  Charles  Stoue,  Lawrence;  Secoud  Lieut.  William  Harris,  jr.,  Bostun; 
Second  Lteut.  John  H.  Weston,  Boston ;  Second  Lieut.  Amos  HeaGeld,  Salem. 
Re-exaiuioed  by  John  J.  Weed,  Esq. : 

Q.  Was  n '_ 

diairict  in  which  yoo  made  tbe  above 
oscd  by  UB,  to  my  knowledge. 

The  witness  then  states: 

lUo  uot  know  of  any  other  matter  relative  to  the  claims  iu  naestion. 

T.  E.  CHICKEBUfC. 

Anguat  16,  19,  1670.    Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me. 

[SEAL.]  FRANCIS  W.  PALFRET, 

Ccmmitiioner  of  Ike  Comrt  of  CUiM. 
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WASUiNflTOK,  D.  C,  Jugmt,  IBK. 
iiitit,  niatkcil  A,  of  the  cotton,  Ac,  re- 
livad  at  New  Orleane  durine  tha  war;  aUo  paper  B,  whereiu  the  disposition  of  it  is 
it  forth ;  and  account  C,  eihibitinR  thu  proctieds  thereof  in  money.  In  eiplanatios, 
it  Rhould  be  stated  that  this  report  gives  an  account  of  cotton  seized,  or  iu  military 
possesion  by  seiiiire,  or  from  some  question  being  raised  as  to  its  disposition.  There 
was  cotton  received  and  transported  under  the  Treasnry  regnlatioua  not  included 
herein,  as  it  was  only  handled  as  matter  of  freight.  The  cotton  sent  to  New  York 
and  Boston,  it  is  presumod,  was  sold  by  the  Treasury  otUcem,  as  no  returns  were  ever 
_-i-.-  -  ^e  Qf  ^Q^  gal^g  ttiereof.     It  will  be  perceived  in  account  C  that  2,700  bales 

„      jirobahly  to  be  ^70)  were  disposed  ^f  --•--■'-  ■■   •  '•- '-^---i  . 

ind  really  this  amount  ought  not  to  appear  it 


)nght  probably  to  be  li70)  were  disposed  of  by  the  United  States  provisional 

—  "->  this  amount  ought  not  to  appear  io  this  report ;  but  finding  it 

morandum  drawn  ^m  my  accounts,  it  is  included,  although  it  wi 


trolled  or  managed  by  the  military  authorities,  except  in  so  far  as  ilA  transportatinn  may 
have  been  concerned.  There  are  1,207  bales  of  cotton  derived  from  cotton  collected 
from  the  batteries,  bridges,  trenches,  hospitals,  camps,  and  fields,  &,o.,  iu  and  around 
the  works  of  Port  Hudson,  by  negro  troops  and  coatrabands,  under  the  general  snper- 
TisiOD  of  BrigadieT-General  George  L.  Andrews,  commanding  the  post,  and  in  obe- 
dience to  department  orders  marked  D.  This  cotton  mentioned  wbh,  by  the  eseition 
of  the  people,  bo  much  dear  gain  to  the  Government,  for  it  was  all  essentially  lost  to 
it,  altbougb  a  portion  of  it  would,  iu  all  probnhitity,  have  been  collected  and  dis- 
posed of  by  RdTentnrers  and  army  followers.  This  cotton  may  have  been  the  remains, 
orif;inal]y,  of  twiceorthrioe  the  number  of  bales  mentioned;  of  course  it  was,  much  of 
it,  iQ  incredibly  bad  order,  having  been  buried  iu  the  eartb,  used  for  beds,  and  some  of 
it  stained  with  the  blood  of  our  soldiers  mutilated  in  the  siege  of  Port  Undson.  One 
hundred  Ihousaud  dollars  of  tbe  proceeds  of  this  cotton  was  applied  in  the  Quarter- 
moster'H  Department,  and  not  specially  mentioned  here.  The  proceeds  of  this  cotton 
fnay  bo  said  to  have  covered  all  the  expenses  of  the  schools  for  the  poor  colored  people 
in  Louisiana  up  to  1865,  and  possibly  through  that  year.  There  is  a  lot  of  404  bales 
of  cottpn  tram  tbe  Brazos  {Schedule  A),  captured  by  the  enterpriBe  of  the  troops 
on  the  Kio  Grande,  and  several  hundred  miles  from  the  fields  where  it  was  grown, 
which  cotton  was  sold  by  direction  of  the  commander  of  the  Department  of  the  Gull 
to  asHist  in  paying  for  the  steauiers  and  veasrls  lost  In  the  expedttiou  to  BrazoB 
Santiago  and  the  Kio  Grande.  There  was  much  more  captured  there  and  sold,  but 
1  have  not  been  furnished  with  an  account  of  t't ;  It  was  applied  iu  tbe  Quarter- 
master's  Department  by  like  authority  and  for  a  like  purpose.  The  cotton  released 
to  parties  was  done  so  upon  proper  orders,  liy  authority  of  the  military  conimaodor 
and  Treasury  officers,  although  set  down  as  done  by  ray  orders— a  custom  thns 
adopted  by  such  officers  and  persons  as  bad  charge  of  it  subordinate  tu  me.  A  great 
deal,  held  only  for  freight  and  belonging  to  private  parties,  thus  stands  released  to 
O.  A.  Weed  &  Co.,  they  l«iug  commission  meruhauts  or  Treasury  agents,  and  acting 
for  several  others,  who  were  the  owners,  in  so  recovorinj;  this  cotton.  Finally,  at  the 
risk  of  t«dionsness,  I  wish  to  set  down  my  testimony  that  the  most  of  the  cotton  and 
other  products  gathered  west  of  the  Atchafalaya  Kivor,  in  1863,  was  ho  gathered  and 
delivered  at  points  of  transportation  by  the  uegm  slaves  of  tbe  country,  who,  with 
rare  tact  and  industry,  used  the  teams  of  their  masters  who  bait  tied  to  the  enemy 
and  brought  it  from  all  manner  of  hiding  places,  iu  swamps  and  forests,  as  well  aa 
from  the  plantations  of  their  masters.  They  seemed  to  be  impressed  with  the  belief 
that  they  were  thus  doing  the  Government  some  service,  and  earning  their  transpor- 
tation to  freedom  and  food  from  its  officers.  It  was  owing  to  tbeir  etfortfl  that  it 
could  be  thus  moved,  iu  the  midst  of  rapid  o]ierations,  without  any  real  attention 
being  given  to  tbe  subject.  I  saw  a  large  amount  of  cotton  thnsgathered  and  deliv- 
ered at  Barry's  Landing.  It  should  he  stated  that,  in  many  instances,  these  poor  peo- 
ple hauled  out  and  deposited  cotton  where  it  could  not  be  taken  away,  and  where  it 
bad  to  be  abandoned  altogether  to  returning  enemies  or  the  flames  kindled  by  guer- 
illM.  The  procecKls  of  twenty  or  thirtv  bales,  more  or  loss,  were  transferred  to  the 
supervising  agent  of  Treasury  at  New  Orleans,  and  not  included  in  this  account,  al- 
though sold  under  my  general  directions,  they  having  been  special  cMe«  involving 
confiictingand  doubtful  claims  or  violations  of  military  orders. 
Most  resnectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

8.  B.  HOLABIED, 
Brmet-Colonel,  AMiUtmni  QuarttTMOtter,  U.  S.  A. 
U^.  Oen.  M.  C.  Mbigb, 

Quartermatler- General  U.  S.  A. 


^d  by  Google 
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C. — Slalemtni  »hoieiag  th»  guanlify  q/*  (wtfoii  toU  AjT  Col.  S.  B.  HoloMrd,  tic  aaoiif  rr- 
oeiMd  ther^or,  and  the  amaunt  refitiuM  fur  illegal  mIm,  aceounttd  for  ia  Ait  wm) 

1863.  B  J  net  proceeds  : 

May  — .  2,671  tialoa  cotton $519,961  39 

By  Det  rMeWed  for  compressing  454  bklea  ; 454  00 

Mending  400  bale* 120  00 

^20,135  a 

Less: 

Cbarges 18,608  53 

Net  proceeds  of  1,050  balet  sold  fiobroder  A.  Sohri- 

ber,  being  a  special  aettlemeat 205,  US  01 


Het  proceeds 29«.7«n 

By  net  proceeds: 


Net  proceeds 56,076  71 

By  net  proceeds : 

July  — .  228  bales  cotton 31,688  36 

Less  charges 1,738  43 

Net  proceed* 39.W9SJ 


JnneSO 77,929  86 

September  3 70.416  00 

Septembers Si, 025  00 

Total  reoeired 

By  net  proceeds : 

Aug.  IS.  Sales,   300  1) ales 61,830  46 

34.  Sales,   300  bales 71,074  2a 


Goo'^Ic 
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1863. 

8«pt.  a.  Sales,  300  bales $71,710  51 

9.  Sale*,  300  bates 70,147  98 

15.  Salaa,  40-.i  bales 76,150  06 

1,603 350,912  5:1 

Lobs  charges 39,989  15 

Net  proceeds $310,933  38 

By  net  proceeds : 

Deo.  84.  Sales, 238 bales. «2,a44  77 

26.  Sales,  176  bales 50,217  14 

118,461  91 
Lees  charges 7,993  95 

Net  proceeds 104,467  9fl 

1864. 

By  net  proceeds : 

Jtto.   16.  Bale«,  160  laeks  in  seed 1,375  98 

Less  expenses 83  12 

Net  proceeds 1,358  B6 

By  net  proceeds : 

Feb.   — .  BBles,26balM 7,453  22 

Lessohaiges 444  60 

Net  proceeds 7,013  62 

By  net  proceeds : 
Jaiw  — .  Bales,  (bttt  bales  iret  and  damaged  cotton  from 
steamship  Alabama,  picked  np,  claimed  by  Cap- 
tain Oarber,  asaistuit  qnartermaster .., .  751  60 

Total  sold  by  Colonel  HoUblrd : 
5,231  bales,  159  sacks,  and  1'  barreL    Added  fonr 
bales  wet,  H  (. 

Amount 988,615  87 

proceeds  of  oetton  sold  tmder  and  by  pro- 
nsional  court,  vii; 
1B83. 

Mar.    7.  1,796  pounds 1836  18 

H»y     6.  39b«les 7,764  50 

Jaae— .  3,700  bales 24,500  00 

Taken    np    in    sequeetratlon   aeooant,  part  of 
•49,866.83 33,089  68 

Total  received 1.019,706  66 

To  amonnts  reftioded  for  cotton  seiced,  tIe  : 
Oct.   — .  To  A.  P.  Nobleni,  in  part  payment  fpc  2,120  bales 

cotton,  per  yoncher 50,000  00 

1864. 

Jan.  — .  To  same 60,000  00 

To  same 60,000  00 

To  same 18,582  40 

168,682  40 

Mar.  — .  To  Mrs.  H.  B.  Belvlna,  for  89  bales  cotton  selMd  . .  5, 660  85 
Jane  — .  To  B.  F.  Flanders,  Treasury  agent,  for  11   bales 

setted  for  Lieuteniiut  La  Crosse 2,963  51 

Jaly  — .  To  £.H.Hartindal«,  for  6  bales  seized 654  76 

Jn^  — .  To  DeuDls  Sullivan,  for  9  bales  seiaed 2,700  00 

H.  Ex.335 35 
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1864. 


Aug.  — .  To  Mrs.  Bishop,  for  4  bales  ieiied (460  00 

Aug.  — .  To  Mnonnt  toCb»cleaPaTUnge,forl3b»le«a«iced.         l,K3  70 

Fab.  — .  To  P.  Otto,  for  49  bftles  nwd  aboat  Port  HadwD . .        3, 101  70 

ToUliefiiDded.; 1185.17611 

Baluee 8S4,&fi  Jl 

8.  B.  HOLABIBD, 

Bnrtt  CoImmI,  A.Q.M. 

QUABTKBIUiBTKR'^jKNKIlAL'S  OTFICB, 

rroMmglim.D.  C.,Stflembtr:a,19Bb. 

Sir  :  In  yonr  st-atoueDt  of  tlie  amoont  of  MtttOD  passiiig  tbrongh  .vodt  eommuid 

while  at  N«w  Orleaos,  yon  Btat«  a  balaoce  of  tSU,5:J9.3t,  bat  you  do  not  ilale  ID 

what  officer  of  the  Treaeor;  ;oa  turned  over  said  amouDt  or  the  manner  of  in 

adjnatiiieiit. 

Very  TsnieatfallT,  todf  obedient  eervarit, 

H.  C.  HEIOS, 
QvorferKUter-GaMral,  Bmei  Majar-OmmA 
CoL  S.  B.  HoiJiBiRD, 

Latt  Cki^f  Qaarttrwutttr,  D^artmttit  of  At  Gulf, 

Now  i»  WtuhitigUn,  D.  C. 

Wabhikoton,  D.  C,  SqrfmbvK,  1866. 

Okkxiui.:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  recseipt  of  yoar  letter  of  SepUnibci 

S2,  1866,  calling  attention  to  the  omission  to  state  in  my  report  opon  the  oottoe  Ihit 

fasaed  throogh  the  oommand  to  which  I  belonged,  "  to  what  olBcera  of  the  TnMarr 
trAnsferred  the  9834,529.34,  balance  uf  its  proceeds."  This  amoant  was  obmI  id  tte 
Qnartermaster'a  Department  as  if  belonging  to  the  regular  fuLds  of  that  appm^^ii- 
tion,  as  shown  by  the  voncheiB  lenderea  witlTmy  accounts  id  that  deparUnrnl,  bki- 
iog  b«en  direct«d  tbna  to  nae  and  report  it  bj  the  major-general  commanding  ibt 
Departmetit  of  the  Galf. 

With  great  respect,  your  obedient  aerrant, 

8.  B.  HOLABJBD, 

Sr«(wl  ColMitt,  A.  q.  M. 
M^.  Oen.  U.  C.  Hxioe, 

QxarlermaMter-OtHtnl. 

OmcK  or  AsaiBTAitT  QrjAvmtMAnvK, 

X»m  OrUmu,  L*.,  Jm—  in,  1SG3. 
Six  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inoloee  to  jod  bill  of  lading  and  inroioce  for  530  bsln  rf 
ootton  and  samples.  Please  send  me,  at  your  earliest  ooovenienoe,  reeeipts  fortba 
same.  And  I  have  te  reqorst  that  the  same  be  sold  at  aoction,  and  tbe  net  prwerdi 
be  depoaited  in  the  United  States  snbtreasaty  at  New  York  to  the  oradit  of  CoL  &  B. 
Holauird,  chief  qnartennaster.  Department  of  theaQl£ 
BeapeotfnlW,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

JACOB  HAHLEB, 
CAfMm  Md  J.  q.  M.for  Ott.  8.  B.  BnlaUrd, 
CkUf  QMrtarMotlar,  DeportMni  »f  !*•  Gsl/. 
Vii.  Stbwakt  Tas  Tukt, 

QmaritrmtmUr,  V.  8.  J.,  Htw  Terk. 

Stpart  ^  Qtmtral  S.  Vt»  P7M,  QMrt«naa«t«r,  V.  S.  A.     (Fnm  HiMua  Kt.  Dt  S*.  T 
rMrtrWlt  Congrtf,  tteond  Muioa,  pagn  34  oad  :!&.) 

QCABTKRlUBIXB'fl   OFTICB, 

A'm  Fori;,  (Mehr  11,  ISBL 

Gkkkral;  I  have  the  honor  to  traaamit  herewith  a  condensed  statement  of  all  il» 
cotton  re«eive«t  by  me  daring  the  war,  and  ths  disposition  made  of  it. 
I  had  no  cotton  in  my  hands  at  the  eloae  of  tho  war. 
I  beg  white  on  this  sabjeot,  to  call  atteotioD  to  the  large  amoant  of  money  diu  iw      ^ 
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I  incloae  berawltli  a  copy  of  oneof  tlie  asveral  letters  wbich  I  addrtaaed  bin  on  tl 
sttbjuci.     Tbere  i»  more  due  the  Oovcmm^nt  Iban  is  claimed  io  thiH  letter. 
It  woold  outy  be  rigbt  that  Ibis  eiim  should  be  retuniad  to  out  departojent. 
Very  reHpectfully,  yonr  obedieiit  servant, 

STEWART  VAN  VLIET, 

Brev»t  Hajor-Gtneral,  j-e. 
Quacrsl  M.  C.  Meigs, 

Qnttriennaiter-Ge%eral,  Brtvel  Major-Qeneral,  U.  8.  A. 
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STBWABT  VAN  VLIST, 


QnAJtTSTtMABTKR'S  OfFIGB, 

Jieu,  York,  Jugtut  14,  1863. 
Sir:  I  band  yoo  berewilb  the  aooonnt  of  cbarges,  Amoaating  to  130,077.34,  which 
isduti  tbisdepartment  on  four  shipmenta  of  cotton  and  sngar  tnmed  over  to  yon,  and 
will  thank  yon  to  send  me  youi  draft  for  tbe  amount  at  yonr  earliest  conTenieno«. 
Steamer  George  Peabody: 

Eipenaea  paid  at  New  Orleans 19,566  36 

Fur  four  days' drt«ntiou  of  veaael  ($400) 1,600  00 

11,166  38 

Steamer  Matanzas: 

Eipeoses  paid  at  New  Orleans 9,916  62 

For  six  dayt^  detention  of  Te«wl(t&50) 3,300  00 

13,875  63 

Steamer  United  States: 

Eipeoees  paid  at  New  Orleans $14,071  37 

For  fivedAyii' detention  of  vessel  (9400) 3,U00  00 

$16,071  27 

Steamer  Fnlton: 

Ezpenaeapaid  at  New  Orleans 7,564  07 

For  two  day^datenUon  of  TOBsel  (11,000) it,  000  00 

9,646  07 

Total 60,077  34 

Very  lespeotfallj,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

STEWART  VAN  VIJET, 
H^OT  amd  Quarttrmatter,  U.  S.  A. 
HlRAH  Barket,  Esq., 

Colleclor,  yew  Tork  CUf. 
A  true  copy: 

STEWART  TAN  TLIET, 

BrevttMttf.  Gtit.  and  C.  0>(f(\o|c 
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<1oastbk»abtkb'8  OmcK, 

QsitKRAi. :  I  hnve  the  bnnor  to  state  that  the  Bteain  transport  HatauzM  uTiT(4 
iBst  eveoin^  from  Ve\t  Orleane,  and  baa  on  board  400  bales  of  cotton  mi  50  h<^c»- 
head*  of  sn^ar,  invoiced  tome  by  Captain  Shipley,  asaistaut  quart«niiBiiter,  forsUa. 
I  am  having  il  stored  at  theAtlalitic  Dock,  aocl  would  recoiDinelid  that  it  be  nU 
irithoiit  (l<!lny,  in  order  to  avoid  tbe  expenw  of  stnra^e  and  rhe  risk  of  losa  by  fire. 

I  sin  infiiriDed  from  New  Orleans  that  there  will  l>e  a,  cnnsideruble  amonnt  of  cot- 
ton shipped  to  me,  and  1  would  be  ^lad  to  bavesoiue general  iustructioui  In  thecaK, 
I  can  bavfl  it  wild  nt  the  higheat  price  at  auction  with  but  little  expense,  aod  witkk 
certainty  that  i-Ti^rylhing  will  be  dune  by  those  who  sell  it  for  the  beat  iatenati  •/ 
the  service. 

I  am,  very  respectfnlly,  yoar  obedient  servant, 

STEWART  VAN  VLIET, 

Jliyorand  (JmaricrmatUr. 
General  M.  C.  Msios, 

QuarUrma>ler-Oneral,  WaikingUm,  D.  C. 


Qekkbal;  1  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  a  letter  from  Captain  Mahkr. 
Mtiiig  qnarlermaster  for  Colonel  Holabird,  in  regard  to  a  load  of  cotton  j  oat  reoeiTtd 
here  by  steamer  Matanzaa.  This  cotton  is  otacked  "  U.  S.,"  but  there  are  no  chargn 
againat  it  in  New  Orleans,  as  has  been  tbeoaae  with  other  lots  received  from  iIlUciit. 
nor  is  it  slated  that  it  is  captured  property.  There  must  have  been  some  clurgn 
agalnat  it  in  Nfw  Orleans  whicb  Colonel  Holabird  (not  knowing  that  it  had  b«a 
turned  over  to  the  aieut  of  the  Treasury  Department)  intended  to  dednet,  after  Uw 
proceeds  of  the  sale  had  been  placed  to  bis  credit  witti  the  assistant  treaaanr.  F« 
the  foTCKoinff  reasons,  I  have  tbaaght  it  proper  to  ask  if  this  ootton  should  ba  torael 
over  tn  SCi.  Barney,  collector,  as  t£e  other  has  been.  If  it  i^  I  should  think  that  s 
certain  snm  should  be  withheld  to  cover  any  expenaes  that  may  have  accmed,  nntil 
Colonel  Holabird  can  be  heard  from. 

I  am,  gf  noral,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

8TEWAET  VAN  TIJET, 

QscrlsnMMr. 
General  H.  C.  Huos, 

QHarttrmuter-Gentral,  Watkington,  D.  C 

QaABTERMABTXR'H  OFnCB. 

Asa  y«rfe,  Jalj  94,  ISSl 
Gemeral:  I  have  the  honor  to  call  yonr  attantion  to  my  letter  of  the  99lh  of  Jnas^ 
Id  regard  to  cotton  received  here  from  New  Orleans,  per  steamer  Matanias. 

Another  load  has  arrived  nnder  similar  oircumstaocea.  Shall  it  be  turned  evH  ts 
Hr.  Barney  I 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

STEWART  VAN  TLIET, 

Jfo^  otuL  (jaartm  mvtit. 
General  M.  C.  Hbios, 

Quart«rmasler-Gen«ral,  WathingtiM,  D.  C. 

QUAKTElf  ABTBR-OKirUUI.'S  OFRCI. 

Watkmgton,  D.  C,  Ja^  jS,  IfO. 
Hajok  :  All  ootton  reoeived  from  New  Orleans  shouM  be  dispoeed  of  m  hecetate* 
directed,  nnder  the  law  of  I'Jth  Maroh,  1863,  and  Oeoeral  Orders  Ko.HH,  of  SlstHarek,      I 
1863,  or  April  3. 

Where  the  charges  are  not  known  the  collector  ehonid  be  iafarmed  that  the  list  «     I 
obarges  ha*  not  yet  been  received,  but  that  he  will  be  foroished  with  it  as  moo  m 
received. 

TAdvlse  Colonel  Holabird  of  this  Instruction,  that  he  may  send  ftorward  Ui  lift  t( 
oharges  against  all  snob  shipments  at  the  earliest  date. 

I  am,  respeolftilly,  yonr  obedient,  ] 

U.  C.  MEIQS,  ' 
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A98I8TSST  QCARTEKM aster's  OffICK, 

Boiton,  Mat:,  Jane  27,  ld63. 
Gbitbral  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  ;oar  letter  of  the  22d 
inntaat,  in  reftreiice  to  certain  property  shipped  to  me  by  Col.  6.  B.  Holabird,  chief 
qnartermaster  Department  of  the  Gulf. 
"       -'-      '-     le  receipt  of  your  letter  I  had  1161,535.69,  being  the  proceeds  &om  anc- 


o  hundred  bales  of 
Drleana  bj  steamer  Cit^  of  Baltimore. 
My  conree  in  tbis  bnsiness,  and  I  presume  also  the  action 


a  received  ftoin  New 

of  Colonel  Hulabird,  was 

]priated  as  he  deaiied. 

lid  have  made  a  more  judicious  oi  econoo)- 

tl  eale,  or  have  reatixeil  more  for  the  property  than  I  have  done,  and  I  am  confident 

that  my  action  will  receive  the  approval  or  any  competent  agent  the  Treasur;  De- 

paitmDiit  may  appoiut. 

I  am  ready  to  turn  over  the  proceeds  to  the  agent  of  the  Treasury  Department 
wheuever  required  to  do  so.  , 

I  reHpectfnlly  sak  that  I  may  be  anthoriied  to  retnm  so  much  of  the  proceeds  ss 
nill  Biifflco  to  reimburse  Colnuel  Holabird  for  the  expenses  at  New  Orleans,  and  to 
place  suob  sum  tu  hie  credit,  it  being  a  proper  charge  against  the  property,  befoie  the 
net  proceeds  can  be  determined. 

Should  not  the  frei)>ht  on  such  property,  ftom  the  point  of  shipment  to  the  plsoe  of 
delivery  (when  delivered  from  Qovernmeut  transports },  be  retained  and  placed  to  the 
credit  of  the  Quartermaster's  Department,  befoni  paying  the  proceeds  to  the  Treasury 
Department! 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  general,  your  obedient  servant, 

WH.  W.  HcKIH, 
Copfain  and  AitUtanl  Qiuirttmatlm: 
Grig-  Qen.  y.  C.  Mkios, 

Q.  M.  O.  U.  8.  A.,  WaiMnston,  D.  C. 

ASSIST&NT  QUARTBRM  aster's   OFITCE, 

Botton,  Matt.,  Juxe  14,  1866. 
GxNEi<A£;  Keferriiig  to  your  letter  of  the  9th  iiiBtant,  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  a 
condensed  statement  of  all  cotton  received  by  a\e  or  by  any  officer  at  this  depot,  as 
shown  by  the  records  of  the  qnartemiaster's  office;  also  its  dispusition,  number  and 
description  of  packages,  smouDt  in  pounds,  and  tiet  procecrU  of  the  sales  of  same. 
1  am,  general,  very  respectlXiUy,  yourobedioat  servant, 

JOHN  W.  McKIM, 
Brevtt  Major  and  JuUtant  Quarimnatta'. 
\lBi.  Oen.  H.  C.  Heios, 

Q.  M.  O.  V.  a.  A.,  ffaahinglon,  D.  C. 


Howiweelved. 
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I  oertUly  that  the  above  statement  is  correct. 

JOHN  W.  McKIU, 
Brtttt  Major  and  Attittant  QturUrmMtw. 
AsaiTTANT  QUARTESlfASTER's  Oftice,  D.  S.  A., 


iottm,  Jmi  IS,  1866. ' 
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Fortietb  Congreei,  seoond  sewion.     Senate  Ex.  Doc.  Kow41. 

Ltllw  of  Ikt  Secretarji  of  the  TYraiurg,  communcating,  in  eompliaatt  ritk  a  molafum  >/ 

the  Senate  of  tim  SIh  imtaHl,  infornalion  in  relation  to  tkr  difp—ilioM  madt  of  l\t  ^>- 

aedt  of  naplnred  and  abaniUmed  properig  rteeiced  bf  Coionrl  HeUibinI,  UMUfad  qutirlir- 

March  16, 1^6a.— Read,  referred  to  the  ComTnlttee  on  Military  Affaita  and  the  llililia 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

TRBASirRV  DEPARTMENT,  Uardi  13,  1>«>. 
8ib:  la  replj  to  a  reeoIntioD  adopted  liythe  Senate  of  (he  United  Slat**  on  tb--":*- 
of  March  iustant,  reqiiestlnf;  the  Secretary  of  th«  TresHur;  t"  inform  the  Sr-it^ 
whelhtr  the  eianiiuation  of  ilie  acconnt  of  Culonel  Holabird,  atwiatant  qnarlenRa-:!-; 
baa  been  completed  ij;  the  Third  Anditor;  and  if  bo,  that  he  state  the  amoaPt  fi'.-i^. 
to  be  (Ine  the  fund  arising  from  the  proceeds  of  captured  aii<l  abaadoned  prn)irrtt-. 
whether  the  amoant  thus  fuuad  due  has  beva  credited  to  Ihat  fund  ind  cfaireni  i  ■ 
the  Quartermafitei'a  Denarlment;  aud  if  the  balance  thns  found  Aat<  baii  oot  lirri 
credited  to  said  fund,  whether  the  same  has  not  been  thus  credited  and  inclndrd  tl 
the  total  net  sun  rPBlizpd  from  the  sale  of  captnred  and  ahandoned  prepcrtj  in  (Lr 
Treasnr;  of  the  Uniteil  StatcH,  I  have  the  honor  lo  transmit  the  annexed  report  nudr 
to  me,  abniy  request,  by  the  TJiird  Andilcrof  the  Trvaaurr,  containing  all  the  iufo.-- 
mation  in  m;  power  to  give  upon  the  matter  oouceming  which  inquiry  is  made. 
BaapectfuUy, 

H.  Mcculloch. 

Seenittfj  «/  Urn  Trtaturj. 
TJM  PreMmt  of  Us  SenaU  of  tii»  Unitsd  Stale: 

Third  Auditor's  Office,  Trba^drt  Dbpabtmrrt, 

Uardi  1 1,  I*: 
BespecCfnlly  retnmed  to  the  Seoietary  of  the  Treasary,  with  the  iuformation  ihil 
an  andit  of  Colonel  Hiitubird's  acconnts,  involviuK  the  snhject-matter  contsinni  is 
the  Senate  resolntion  of  March  6,  1^68,  of  which  the  within  is  a  copy,  was  aftiB- 

Slisbed  in  this  office  on  the  25lh  of  January  laxt  past;  that  the  amonnt  found  tube 
ue  from  the  Qnartermnster'a  Department  to  the  fund  denominated  "captUT>>d  u>i 
abaD{loned  property"  wtia  ^^02,392.46;  that  said  settlement  was,  on  the  same  •! it. 
vis,  the  2.'>th  January,  ISCiS,  reported  to  the  Second  Comptroller  of  the  Treaaor;  ht 
examinalion  and  certi  Real  ion  of  the  balance  arising  tbereou,  as  required  by  lavr.  id! 
was,  on  the  4th  of  Kebruary  followinfc,  returnud  by  him  to  this  ofSce  fully  codIittcK. 
(See  Setrlement  No.  G:t73,  current  series.)  That,  on  the  day  fulloiriu^.  Ut  vil.  liit 
6th  of  Febrnary,  ]H6d,  the  balance,  so  found,  was  formally  cirtifled  lo  the  Sefn-tirr 
of  War,  with  the  request  that  he  would  cause  a  requisition  to  issue  upon  the  Scn- 
tary  of  the  Treasury,  in  conformity  with  said  settlement,  whereby  the  appropriit  ■■! 
for  the  "Quarlermasttr'H  Dcpsrtraeut"  would  lie  char);ed,  und  the  fnnd  "rai>'ii>^ 
and  abandoned  properly"  credited,  and  the  obj-'c^ta  of  the  settlement  thus  fnlly  si-- 
complisbcd  ;  and  Anally,  that  up  to  the  present  time  such  requisition  of  Ibe  Secrtiry 
of  War  has  not  isniied.  so  far  as  this  office  is  aware,  and  no  information  has  been  rr- 
caived  from  the  War  Department  in  relation  thereto. 

JOHN'  WII^ON,  At^ltr. 
Btttim  of  TVeamry  Drparlinent. 
lo  pnrauauce  of  the  act  of  Conftresa  of  •?2d  of  February,  1849,  relatiuu  to  the  nr- 
tiflcation  of  records,  under  seal,  by  the  SKcretary  of  the  Trvosuij,  and  of  the  »ei"i 
February  a4,  ISXt,  section  13,  eropoweriog  the  United  Stotes  Court  of  Claime  -t* 
call  «[K)n  nny  of  the  Di'partments  for  any  inforinntion  it  may  deem  necefwary." »nd 
whe reus  the  last  provisiim  of  the  above-named  section,  to  wit,  that  the  bead  ef  rt 
department  sball  answer  any  cull  for  iuformation  or  papers,  in  his  npiuion.  it  *i>i.i! 
be  iDJurions  to  the  pnlilic  iuterest,  is  in  nowise  violated  by  the  transmiwion  of  -.i' 
annexed  information:  Therefore,  on  this  33d  dayof  Aui;"»t,  in  Iheyear  IrCO,  ibe  rA'- 
retary  of  the  Trcaxury  of  the  United  States,  in  answer  to  the  request  of  the  slwn^ 
named  Crinrt  of  Ctalius,  dated  August  33,  1«T0,  submits  the  folloKin;;  as  l>ein|!  ''w 
information  now  on  file  in  bis  oCBce  (oncbins  the  mat tere  inquired  of  by  Midrrqurt. 


le  of  Jules  Lapene  A  Angnst  Ferre  m.  The  United  States,  t 
■    ic«>  found  due "       -■     ^      ■  ■    ■    " 

___ fCapt.  S.  B.  :  .        . 

to  tbe  captnred  and  abandoned  properly  fund,  as  follow*: 


That  a  butaucf  found  due  fVom  tbe  Qnarterinaslir's  Depariment  on  acronnl  of  Ibc 
transactions  of  Ca^t.  8.  B.  Holabird,  in  Mew  Orleans,  of  1003,392.48,  was  traniferrfJ 


Jane  15,  1868 f43,K*«' 

JnneSH,  1868 756, 4B  * 

«W,3M48 
WH.  A.  JUCHABDSOK, 

Digit  zed  by  Li     .^oM^  Awttov. 
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Uetum  of  Trtat»ry  Departmrnt.— Filed  October^,  1870. 

United  States  of  America,  Treaburt  Bepabtmbkt. 

In  pni^naace  of  the  not  of  Congress  of  2id  of  Fobrnary,  1849,  relating  to  the  oerti- 
ficatiou  of  records,  iiuiier  seat,  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Truiwiiry,  and  of  the  act  of 
February  a*,  IHSS,  section  13,  empowering  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  "to  call 
a)toD  Hiiy  of  theDeparlmeiitsforaiiy  inforuiatiou  itmaydeom  necessary,"  and  whereas 
tlie  last  provision  of  the  above-named  section,  to  wil,  that  tha  head  of  no  Department 
shall  aaswer  any  call  for  information  or  papers  if,  in  hin  opioiou,  it  would  be  iujuTi- 
ous  to  the  public  interest.  Is  in  nonise  violated  by  the  transmission  of  the  annexed  in- 
formation :  Therefore,  on  this  1st  day  of  October,  in  the  year  1H70,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Tmanury  of  the  United  Slates,  in  answer  to  the  rnle  of  above-named  Court  of 
Claitas,  dated  August  MS,  1S70,  submits  the  following  an  beino;  the  information  now 
OD  file  in  tbisofSce  touchinf(  the  matlvra  inquired  of  by  naid  rule  in  the  caute  of  Jiilea 
Lapene  and  Au^iHt  Perre  ci.  The  United  States,  to  wit : 

That  the  shipinentx  of  cotton  iu  lt$63,  by  Col.  S.  B.  Holabicd,  chief  quartermaster 
at  N«w  Orleans,  received  and  sold  by  Hiram  Barney,  United  States  cotton  agent  at 
Net*  York,  agKrogated  ti, 644  bales,  the  net  proceeds  of  which  amounted  to  (62^,148.81. 

[BK4I,.]  GEOKGES.  BOUTWELL, 

Secrtlarg  of  the  Trawtry, 

In  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims.     December  term,  A.  D.  1871. 

No.  3393.  L.  Qneyronze,  administrator,  vt.  The  United  States. 
No.  3:91.  Michel  Caslille  v$.  The  United  States. 
No.  3318.  Desire  Godet  v>.  The  United  States. 
No.  3347.  ComelioB  Donato  m.  The  United  States. 

DrjHMiKon  of  Joi^ik  H.  Kingiteji. 

District  of  Louisiana, 

CUa  of  Nob  Or/eam,  u: 
Be  it  known  that  on  this  ^Sth  da^  of  March.  1870, before  me, D.  Urban, a  United 
States  conimJHsioneT  in  and  for  said  district,  duly  commissioned  and  qualified,  and  a 
comiuisaiouer  of  the  United  Stales  Court  of  Claims,  persoually  came  and  appeared 
Josupb  H.  Kinxsley,  of  sound  mind  and  Inwfnl  age,  a  witness  for  the  claimants  in 
the  Hiiit  entitled  Lapene  &.  Ferre  rs.  The  .United  Stales,  pending  in  the  Unil«d  States 
Court  of  Claims,  and  uiimbeled  305^  ou  tlie  docket,  who.  beiuK  first  duly  sworn  to 


By  the  Commissiohbr  : 

Q.  Pleane  stat«  yonr  name,  age,  residence,  and  occnpatiou;  whether  you  are  inter- 
ested in  the  result  of  this  suit,  or  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Joseph  H. 
Kingsley;  foity-five  years  old;  I  reside  in  the  pariah  of  JelTersun,  and  am  the  tiuiiu- 
cial  manager  of  the  Ideirill  plantalion.  I  am  not  related  to  the  claimant  or  intereated 
iu  the  result  of  this  suit. 

I  have  been  iu  the  military  service  of  the  United  States  during  Iho  late  civil  war. 
I  entered  tho  service  ou  the  'i\sl  August,  18Gti,  in  the  Forty-tirst  MasttacbuBetts  Vol- 
outeer  Infantry,  afterwards  the  Third  Ma8>tachu8i>tte  Cavalry.  When  I  first  went 
into  service  1  was  a  quartermaster  sergeant,  after  quarterm aster.  My  regimeut  was 
engaged  in  Loiiiniana  during  the  late  war  from  September  17,1862,  to  July  16,1864. 
We  were  at  Qalou  Bonge,  Opuluuaas,  Port  Uudsun,  and  on  the  Bed  River  Ezpedi' 
tion  iu  LouisiauB. 

I  was  in  OyelouHae,  in  the  pariiih  of  St.  Latidry,  with  the  regiment,  from  the  Srst 
week  in  April  to  second  week  in  May,  1863,  about  a  mouth  or  five  weeks;  my  colonel. 
Colonel  Chiukeriug,  was  made  military  governor  at  Opclousaa;  I  had  orders  from 
him  to  take  charge  of  all  conliacated  property  within  a  circuit  of  10  or  15  miles  from 
Opelousas,  that  is,  the  coiifincated  property  was  brought  in  from  this  circuit  to  me  at 
Opelousas.  All  cottou  received  by  me  I  sent  to  Barn?B  Landing^  and  there  delivered 
to  Major  Carpenter  or  his  emplnyl.  Major  Carpenter  was  an  assistant  quartermaster. 
I  was  myself  to  Burre's  Landing  once  ;  saw  cotton  there  ;  saw  some  on  tha  boat  and 
on  the  landing.  1  know  Captain  Frederick  Q.  Pope  ;  he  was  captain  of  Company  D, 
Forty-Drst  Masaacbusetis  Regiment.  I  know  that  he  and  all  the  other  officers  of  the 
regiment  bad  ordera  tu  take  cotton  ;  I  have  not  my  books  nor  memoranda  of  my  doings 
at  Opelousas,  having  been  captured  at  Manaileld,  on  the  Bed  Rivet. 
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I  kept  an  Bccnrttte  account  of  Iho  number  of  bales  and  the  maika,  and  tbe  plasU- 
tions  whem  taken,  and  tbe  oflBoeni  by  whom  taken. 
Cross-examtDed : 

All  the  cotton  seized  Id  that  pariah  was  not  bronght  into  Opelonsas,  and  tlunfnn 
all  of  it  did  not  pass  throDgh  my  hands ;  1  have  no  knowledge  or  informstioa  Ibat 
Any  of  thf  cotton  seized  was  relumed  to  its  owners,  but  I  am  confidrnt  that  none  of 
that  which  was  received  by  me  was  not  returned;  that  is,  I  am  confident  that  all  col- 
ton  received  by  me  was  sent  to  B.irre'a  Landing;  I  was  only  once  at  BaiTe*B  LaDdinj;; 
I  was  at  Barre's  Landing  somewhere  between  the  Ist  and  10th  of  May,  1663;  I  re- 
ceived the  names  of  the  claimants  or  reputed  owners  from  the  officer  making  the  seii- 

Be-examined : 
When  I  sent  cotton  to  Barre's  Landing  I  did  not  re 
Carpenter  or  his  employ^  ;  this  hnsiness  I  did  not  co: 
twmaster  sergeant,  and  therefore  took  no  receipts. 

Q.  (in  general).  Do  you  know  anything  else,  other  than  what  yon  have  atradr 
stated,  which  may  beneQt  either  party  j  if  so,  please  state  the  same  1 — A.  I  know 
nothing  else. 

JOS.  H.  KING8LET. 
3wom  to  and  eubaciibed  before  me,  this  29th  Marah,  1870. 
[1,8.]  D.  URBAN, 

V.  3.  ConaUstwMr,  ft. 

Depoiilion  cf  LouU  BeitA»Ui«ini, 

By  the  Couuissiokbr  : 
Q.  Please  state  your  name,  age,  reeidenoe,  and  oconpation ;  whether  you  are  in  oni 
degree  related  to  the  claimants,  or  intereBt«d  in  the  resnil  of  this  snit. — A.  My  ntmt 
Is  Louis  Heichelheim;  am  thirty-seven  years  old;  reside  in  New  Orleans,  and  sn 
an  acconntant  by  occupation ;  am  not  related  to  tbe  claimants  in  this  anit  or  in- 
terested in  Its  results.  1  am  a  native  of  Germany.  I  came  to  the  United  SutM  a 
the  year  1863,  and  have  resided  here  the  last  thirteen  years.  When  the  war  bmls 
out  J  was  a  bookkeejier,  employeil  by  different  Brms.     I  was  the  chief  clerk  of  C(p- 


tain  Hahler ;  was  employed  by  him  as  such  in  the  spring  of  1(^1,  about  two  monlhi 
after  he  took  ponsession  of  the  office,  the  spring  following  the  arrival  of  Genml 
Banks.     I  cnnnot  recollect  the  exact  date.     I  made  reportsof  all  trausactionsof  Cap- 


ain  MahliT,  aasistant  qnart^rm aster,  to  the  Qii arte rm ester's  and  Treoanry  Depirl- 
ment  at  Washington.  Captain  Mahler  was  in  charge  of  alt  traneportation  and  nf 
certain  captured  pro iiurty— sugar  and  cottou  ;  sugar  I  am  not  positive  abont,  s«  il 
was  delivered  to  CommtNsary  Department  for  Army  pnrpoam,  as  far  as  I  kno*.  I 
don't  remember  the  date  of  the  Teche  expedition,  or  whether  I  was  in  the  employ  of 
Captain  Mahler  at  the  time;  there  was  a  large  qnantit.v  of  cotton  on  hand  when  I 
came  into  the  office,  of  which  a  portion  was  shipped  North  and  a  portion  mM  by  ili- 
l«ctLon  of  the  chief  quartermaster ;  this  cottiiu  was  stored  in  the  Shipper's  press.  I 
made  returns  of  the  amount  sent  North  and  paid  employ^  who  were  in  charge  of 
cotton  at  that  press.  I  was  at  the  press  once  while  the  cotton  was  there.  A  mu 
named  George  Smith  was  in  charge  of  the  preHB  ;  he  made  returns  to  tbe  officeof  Cip- 
taiu  Mahler  of  all  transoctionit  oh  they  took  place  ;  at  the  time  I  tlrst  went  into  tb« 
offl''e  of  Captain  Mahler  there  may  have  been  from  two  to  Ave  thoosanit  liales  on  bind 
at  this  press.     Previous  to  my  coming  there,  cotton  bod  been  Hhipped  to  Earopuo 

erts,  I  know,  because  a  large  amount  of  money  was  then  owing  by  the  shippfit, 
hroeder  Sc  Shreiber,  to  the  QLiartermaster'B  Department  for  the  Qovemment.  I<k 
not  remember  tbe  names  of  the  vessels  by  which  cotton  was  shipped.  I  have  ns 
knowledge  of  the  condition  of  tlie  cotton  when  received.  I  know  that  a  number  «t 
bales  had  no  legible  marks  f^om  the  reports  made  to  the  office.  I  made  six  invoicM 
more  or  less,  of  cotton  shipped  North ;  that  to  New  York  was  directed  to  M^or  or  Oco- 
eral  Tan  Vliet,  quartermaster ;  that  to  Boston  to  Captain  MacKIm,  aasistaut  qotrtir- 
maatel.  I  do  not  remember  the  amonnt  of  these  invoices.  I  made  Invoices  or  w*- 
erol  steamers.  These  invoices  were  unode  in  the  summer  of  1B63,  when  the  baildia| 
opposite  Lafayette  Square  was  occupied  by  the  Quartermaster  DepartmenL 
CroM  examined: 
Q.  Have  yon  any  knowledge  of  cotton  received  aa  captnred,  which  wa*  glvM  vf 
to  dolmants  by  Captain  HahlerT — A.  I  remember  that  several  lots  werv  retnmwl  Is 
ownoTS  by  direction  of  the  chief  quartermaster  to  persona  olalmlog  tbem.  I  nwdt 
tbe  fetams  of  Captain  Mahler  to  tbe  Third  Auditor  of  tb«  T  — 
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ns,  and  leporta  of  all  propprtleR  w>  tbe  Qnarterrn aster- Gnnnrkl's 
r  benefit  either  part;  other 


LOUIS  HEICHELHEIM. 


than  what  you  have  alread;  staled  t — 

Sworn  to  and  enhscribed  before  me  April  10,  ISTO, 


Oa  thiB'23<1  da(  of  April,  Ir)70,  before  me,  D.  Urban,  an  United  States  o 
in  and  for  said  diatriut,  and  a  oaminiaHiouer  of  tbe  United  Statex  Court  of  Claima, 
dniy  commissioned  and  qualified,  piM'wmallj-  came  and  appeared  Samuul  H.  Brown, 
John  Wilson,  and  Ooorgu  tiruitb,  of  hound  minds  and  iKwful  ajtes,  witni'asee  ou  be- 
half of  claimants  in  tbe  suit  of  Lapoue  &.  Ferre,  '■  clainiautB,"  ».  The  Uoited  States, 
pending  in  tbe  United  States  Court  of  ClaimH,  wbo.  being  each  duly  sworn  to  testify 
the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  toe  truth,  did  each  depose  and  aity  : 


DtpoMion  of  5anii«J  S,  Brovm. 

Q.  Please  state  your  naine,  age,  residence,  and  occupation ;  whether  you  are  in  any 
degree  related  to  tbe  olaluiant,  or  interested  in  the  result  of  this  suit. — A.  Uy  name 
ia  Samnel  H.  Brown  ;  43  years  old;  reside  iu  New  Orleans  \  am  not  doinj;  anything 
now,  bnt  was  lately  an  inspector  of  oust^ms;  I  am  not  related  to  tbe  claimants  In 
this  suit,  nor  have  1  any  interest  in  this  suit;  my  lost  permanent  resideuce  here  baa 
been  for  eleven  rears ;  am  a  native  of  Pennsylvania.  When  tbe  war  broke  out  I  was 
in  tbe  bouse  of  Alien  Hill,  on  Baronoe  street ;  1  was  bis  bookkeeper  and  general 
business  man.  In  IHtiS  aod  iet54  I  was  shilling  clerk  for  Capt.  Jacoli  Habler,  aasist- 
Mttqnartermaster  United  Statue  Volunteers;  I  thiok  I  became  shipping  clerk  in  April 
or  Hay,  lrH)3,  wbeu  Captain  Habler  took  possession ;  it  was  abont  the  same  time,  or 
a  little  before,  tbe  eipeilition  to  tbe  Teche  country,  nnder  General  Banks  or  Weits^; 
1  know  tbat  a  quantity  of  cotton  arrived  here,  and  was  turoed  over  to  the  qnarter- 
master  after  that  expedition :  there  was  from  four  to  six  thousand  bales,  more  or  less. 
Col.  S.  B.  Holabird  was  chief  quartermaster.  The  cotton  before  alluded  to  came  here, 
Bome  by  rail  and  souih  by  steamers.  When  I  first  saw  the  cotton,  it  was  on  the  left 
bank  of  tbe  river,  at  New  Orleans.  I  cannot  give  the  date  of  tbe  first  arrival  of  tbis 
cotton.  Tbe  cotton  was  sent  lo  the  Fuelors'  press— the  majority  of  it ;  I  thiok  some 
of  it  was  sent  to  tbe  Redding  press;  I  know  it,  because  I  saw  some  of  the  cotton 
at  tbe  pniss.  It  was  sent  there  for  storage,  I  believe.  That  in  the  Factors'  press 
Maid  several  months  there — some  of  it ;  tbe  time  is  so  lonp;  that  my  meoiory  may  be 
a  little  at  fault.  Mv  ilntles  were  to  loud  and_  unload  all  water-craft  in  the  qonrter- 
inaster's  service,  and  to  see  tbat  all  stores  were  sent  to  tbe  depots.  I  went  regularly 
every  day  to  these  presses,  particularly  to  the  Factors'.     I  think  oome  of  the  cotton 


before  alluded  to  was,  part  of  it,  shipped  North,  and  part  sold  here.  1  don't  know 
in  what  proportions.  Tyler  and  Neville  were  the  general  auctioneers,  b  *  -  ■  ■• 
know  if  they  sold  any  of  the  above  cotton,  althongh  I  think  Ihey  did. 


bnsiuGM  to  see  the  cotton  sbipped  that  was  shipped.  I  dou't  know  how  many  bales 
were  shipped,  nor  how  many  invoices  were  made,  oor  the  name  of  the  steamers,  aa 
there  were  eo  many  thut  1  cannot  name  any  particular  steamer.  Schroeder  A  Scbrie- 
ber  purchased  a  large  lot  of  cotton  Grom  Captain  Mahler,  which  they  shipped  to  En- 
mpe;  not  positive  if  it  was  of  this  cotton.  This  cotton  was  shipped  in  tbe  earlv  part 
of  the  summer  of  1063.  I  mean  tbe  Schroeder  Si.  Scbrieber  cotton.  I  have  a  liat  of 
the  arrivals  and  departures  of  the  vessels  from  this  port,  bat  not  of  their  cargoes. 
Some  of  the  cotton  which  arrived  was  rebaled,  and  put  in  sbipping  order  previous  to 
shipment.  Oenerally,  when  the  cotton  arrived  here  tbe  baling  was  in  bad  order.  Cap- 
tun  Mahler  ordered  a  list  of  the  marks  to  be  taken,  as  far  oa  possible,  and  a  consldera- 
ble  portion  of  this  cotton  bad  arrived  tH<fore  he  gave  thisorder.  I  understand  that  Cap- 
tain Mahler  Is  in  Europe,  Qeorge  Smith  had  charge  of  all  captnred  cotton  in  tns 
■__ leoftheproprietorsofthe  Fire-proof  prese.    I  find  among  my  papers 


•  memorandashowinR  that,  on  Hay  13, 1863,  Captain  Mahler  received  ftom  Captai: 
W.  CozEODB  3,4MI  bales  of  cotton  that  eame  from  the  Teohe  oountry.    I  am  not  posi- 
tive whether  the  cotton  shipped  North  was  shipped  previous  to  or  after  this  oate. 


Tho  order  of  Captain  Habler  to  take  the  marka  on  the  cotton  was  given  after  a  ot  _ 
siderabla  portion  of  tbe  ootton  was  in  the  press.  After  this  order  we  took  ftn  aoeonnt 
of  the  planters'  marka  on  the  ootton  as  it  arrived  on  tiie  levee;  and  ■■  to  tbe  eotton 
already  In  the  press,  we  took  tbe  marks  •«  it  was  shipped  from  Uie  preas,  saJkr  as  it 
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wu  powible.  I  have  now  a  memorandiim  of  those  martu  in  toy  prirmrrwiciii  i  cop; 
from  the  original  inemoranH uni  which  was  Id  the  qaarterniaster's  office.  At  toorn- 
quest  I  have  examined  saiil  BiemoraDdiiiu,  and  hnd  that  we  recrived  the  toll<-wiDe 
cotton;  3  bales,  marked  V.  H.;  4,  marked  J.  W.;  1,  markail  J.  R. ;  5,  narked  L.  D,: 
and  1,  marked  O.  D.  Ou  a  gi>od  deal  of  cotton  received  the  plaoter'a  marks  could 
Dot  be  distinguiBlied. 
Cross-examined : 

Q.  Did  yon  find  In  said  roemorandDm  an;  cotton  marked  L.  T.,  h.  V.  O.,  J.  K.A.. 
N.  A.,  J.  W.  t— A.  I  did  not.  Some  cuttoo  which  was  received  on  the  levre.or  io  tbt 
press,  and  neither  abipped  ot  8o)d,  was  given  up  by  order  of  I  he  cliief  (inaiieruiuin 
to  the  claimant  of  the  ssine,  whose  names  1  do  not  know,  nor  do  Ukuow  where  lie 
cotton  was  received  from. 

Q.  Have  you  anj  knowledge  that  any  cotton  received  by  the  qnartermaslei'ii  de- 
partment was  j>aid  fur  by  tlie  quartermaster's  department,  or  the  claimants  o(  tbt 
same  settled  wilb  for  sucb  cotton  T — A.  By  order  of  Captain  Mahler,  asaiBtant  qati- 
termaster,  I  examined  several  lints  of  cotton  presented  by  the  claimants  of  tbe  mrif. 
and  n|)on  wbich  I  reported  back  with  remarks.  Captain  Hahler  then  [remiiWi 
that  said  cottons  had  \nxn  paid  for  by  the  quartermaster'a  department.  I  do  ool  do* 
remember  the  names  of  the  same. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  any  iuatance  in  which  a  lot  of  cotton  was  pud  for  in  fait,  u- 
oordinK  to  the  number  of  bales  claimed  by  the  claimant  of  the  same,  when  yonr  reevrd 
did  not  show  but  a  few  bales  of  the  same  mark  iu  yoor  possession  f — A.  1  have  no  ptn- 
itive  knowledge  of  the  fact. 

Q.  State  what  knowledge  yon  have  abont  it. — A.  I  have  seen  several  reports  midt 
ont  in  Captain  Mahler's  oOlce,  giving  a  partial  list  of  cotton  from  the  recurds  in  bu 
ofBce.  which  list  was  recommended  as  a  basis,  in  evidence,  thai  all  the  cntton  Dftbil 
mark  had  been  received,  but  that,  from  the  oondttion  of  the  cotton,  it  was  imponibie 
to  identify  all  the  marks.  All  1  know  about  the  payment  of  these  claims  laM  spoku 
of  was  that  Captain  Mahler  told  me  afterwards  that  the  claims  had  been  paid. 

(Objected  to  by  counsel  for  the  claimants  in  this  case  aa  irrelevant.) 
Redirect: 

Q.  Yon  say,  in  yonr  direct  examiDation,  "  the  order  of  Captain' Mahler  to  take  tbt 
marka  on  the  cotton  was  given  afWr  a  (wiQslderable  portion  of  the  oollon  was  id  ilw 

Rress.     After  this  order,  we  took  an  account  of  tbe  plantetH'  marks  on  the  cotton  H 
;  arrived  on  tbe  levee,  and  as  to  the  cotton  aln-ady  in  the  press,  we  look  the  marli'u 
it  was  shipped  from  the  press,  so  far  as  was  possible;"  is  it  not  to  your  knowlftgi 
that  a  quantity  of  cotton  had  bocn  shipped  North  previous  to  your  rectiving  thii 
order  T~A.  I  am  uadnt  tbe  impression  that  there  was.     It  is  not  to  my  kuoiilcdp 
that  Lapeue  A.  Ferre  were  paid  for  any  cotton  claimed  by  them. 
HecruBs: 
The  order  of  Captain  Mahler  to  take  the  marks  on  the  cotton  waa  given  aft«r  t 
large  quantity  of  the  cotton  bad  been  received  from  the  Teche  eonutry.    The  cttea 
shipped  North,  I  think,  wan  sbippeil  afYer  the  arrival  of  the  cotton  frum  the  Trtir. 
Q.  (Iu  freneral.)  Can  you  stule  anything  elite  which  may  benefit  either  partyt   If 
so,  state  the  same. — A.  I  cannot. 

SAM.  H.  BROWS, 
le  this  23d  April,  1S70. 

D.  imBAN. 
United  8latt»  Commitnontr,fc- 

^  Dipotition  of  John  Wilton. 

By  the  Comuiseionek: 
Q.  Please  Co  slate  your  name,  age,  i««idenoe,  and  Dccnpation;  whether  yon  an  re- 
lated lo  the  claimants,  or  interested  in  the  result  of  this  suit. — A.  My  name  is  J<^ 
Wilson;  thirty-two  years  old;  reside  in  New  Orleans;  a  clerk  by  occupation;  I*" 
not  related  to 'the  claimants,  nor  interested  in  this  suit.  1  was  bom  in  Morway;  bait 
been  iu  New  Orleans  about  dfleen  years.  I  was  in  the  employ  of  the  QiiarleimuitL'ri 
Department  from  the  latter  part  of  1H62  up  t«  some  time  in  Ie64.  When  CsplaiD 
Mahler  was  acting  as  quartermaster  I  was  a  discharging  clerk  for  the  Quartermuttr^ 
Department  on  tbe  levee.  My  duties  were  to  assort  and  deliver  alt  freight  ooniingio 
by  tranaiKirts.  I  have  knowleiige  uf  the  expedition  to  the  Teche,  Attakapas,  i°^ 
C^tousas  expedition  nnder  Oeueral  Banks.  I  remember  seeing  a  larKelotorloUi^ 
cotton  come  across  the  Mississippi  River  by  the  ferry  of  the  Opelouaas  Raitmad,  i«i 
which  came  by  said  railroad.     I  received  this  cotton  and  sent  It  to  the  preaa.    To  lb> 

u . ^ ,_.__, ..-t,L= . L„..i._;_...u-„p,„,^g„n^,li« 

la  raooipl  mt  •ifiw 
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At  the  pi«Ba  and  returned  to  me,  and  bj  me  turned  over  to  the  Quarterm aster's  De- 

Ekrtment.    There  wns  a  heap  of  cotton  received,  but  I  have  no  idua  of  tbe  number  of 
ales;  don't  know  what  become  of  the  cotton  after  It  left  my  handa. 

Cross- ex  am  I  Ded : 


JNO.  WILSON. 
<TS  me  this  2Ud  April,  147U. 

D.  URBAN, 
U.  S.  CommtMioner,  fo. 

Depotitiw  of  George  Smith. 

B J  the  COUMI88IONER : 

Q.  Please  etate  jonr  name,  age,  residence,  and  oocupatioD,  whether  you  are  related 
to  claimanta  in  tbia  suit,  or  interested  in  the  result  tbereof  f — A.  My  name  is  Onorge 
Smith;  aboui  forty  years  old ;  reside  in  New  OtIpbub;  am  engaged  in  the  cotton-press 
bnsiuess;  I  am  uot  related  totbeclaimants;  don't  know  them ;  noraml  int«resled  ia 
tbe  result  of  this  adit.  I  wna  born  iu  Ireland ;  am  a  British  subject;  have  beeu  in 
this  country  atioot  twenty-three  years,  and  in  New  Orleans  all  that  time.  I  was  in 
tbs  employment  of  Capl.  Jacob  Hubor,  assistant  quartermaster.  I  had  charge  of  the 
ootton  when  received  in  tbe  press-  I  alMi  used  to  weigh  the  naiu  and  hay  on  the 
levee.  I  can't  state  tbe  exact  dattf  when  I  was  first  employeil  by  Captain  Mshler, 
bnt  I  think  it  was  shortly  after  he  took  cbar;;e.  It  was  t>itber  in  the  spring  or  Hum- 
mer. I  tirst  took  charge  of  the  cotton  stored  in  the  Reading  press,  and  what  cotton 
remained  in  this  press  was  hauled  to  I  he  Factor's  press,  and  I  then  took  charge  of  the 
cotton  in  the  Factor's  press,  and  the  cotton  was  removed  to  the  Shipper's  press. 
That  was  the  last  press.  We  sliippcd  a  grest  deal  of  cotton  to  New  York  from  the 
Reading;  press.  This  cotton  was  braniled  U.  S.  iu  tbe  press,  and  weif^hed  and  shipped 
ander  that  mark.  The  ptaintiff's  mark  was  never  taken.  The  uveraf^e  of  col^n,  I 
■appose,  was  about  tlie  same  average  us  now — say  about  450  to  460  pounds  per  bale. 
I  taave  no  idea  by  what  vessels  this  cotton  was  ship]ted.  Some  cotton  was  classed, 
marked,  and  weighed  by  order  of  Captain  Mahler,  and  sold  here  by  Tyler,  the  auo- 
tioneer.  I  think  some  col  ion  was  released  by  order  of  Captain  Hahler;  was  given 
up.  I  never  released  any  cotton  except  by  ofBcial  order ;  and  1  am  positive  tliat  all 
tbe  cotton  which  was  not  rcleiiitrd  was  shipped  North  or  sold  by  Tyler.  Tylur  was 
employed  an  auctioneer  by  the  Uuited  States  to  sell  the  cotton.  He  was  not  an  otS- 
cial.  1  suppose  he  was  a  friend  of  Captain  Mahler's  and  therefore  got  the  selling  of 
the  cotton. 

Cross-examined: 

Cotton,  when  received  on  the  levue,  was  hanled  to  the  press  hy  the  {Jnited  States 
wagon'',  and  there  received  by  UDite<l  States  employ&i.  These  wagons  were  the 
regular  United  States  wagons,  all  branded  U.  S.  At  these  presses,  or  in  either  of  them, 
w«  had  not  the  facilities  for  repacking  or  rubaliug.  A  great  deal  of  this  cotton  waa 
received  in  bad  onb-r.  Some  iif  it  went  from  the  press  and  some  from  the  levee  di- 
rectly to  the  pickery  for  rebaling;  and  a  great  deal  of  this  cotton  was  received  in 
bulk,  which  had  been  previously  baled,  bnt  the  hoops  and  ties  were  bursled.  This 
ootton  went  to  D.  Mushet's  pickery,  and  a  small  portion  went  to  Abbott's  pickery. 
Tbe  proprietors  of  the  pickeries  bad  charge  of  them.  Captain  Mahler,  t  suppose,  had 
charge  uf  the  cotton  about  Hveorsix  months;  t  believe  np  to  the  timn  tbatPlnuders 
took  charge.  Recuived  from  the  piuicery  nil  the  cotton  that,  wassent  from  the  presses 
to  the  pickery  for  rebaling,  and  received  the  bales  tVom  the  piokery,  of  the  cotton 
which  w*8  received  at  the  levee  in  bulk,  and  sent  to  the  piokery  for  rebaling.  I  kept 
a  regular  account  of  all  cotton  received  at  the  presses. 

Q.  Were  there  loH'4es  on  tbe  cotton  seat  to  tbe  piciiery  fVnm  the  press '"A.  All  cot- 
ton going  to  a  pickery  will  lose  more  or  less.  We  kept  no  account  of  the  ditferi'nce 
in  weight  of  the  cotton  sent  to  tbe  pickery  from  the  press  and  the  cotton  returneil. 

Q.  (In  general.)  Can  you  state  anything  else  which  may  benetlt  either  party  I  If 
•o,  please  state  the  same. — A.  I  cannot. 

OEOROE  SMITH. 

Sworn  to  and  subsoribod  before  me  this  83d  April,  1870. 

[L.  B.]  D.  URBAN, 

railed  3talt*  CommUtloMr,  fv. 


Xioo'^lc 
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It  is  agreed  by  coqdmI  tb&t  the  deposltlODsof  Witliam  H.  KiagBl«f,  Loau  Hcicbd- 
heim.  Samuel  H.  Urona,  Qeorge  Bmttb,  SDd  John  WilsoD,  taken  on  behalf  of  elaim- 
anta  in  aliove  canM,  may  also  be  ased  in  the  eaaea  of  Coraelius  Donate.  Simoa  Qucj- 
touzK,  Michael  Ca«tille,  Desire  Qodet,  Eageae  Pettin,  and  Joseph  Calomb  >.  Ttac 
United  States,  pending  in  tbe  Court  of  Claims. 

AUG.  BAEQ. 
WH.  FESSEN'DEN, 
ap«eial  Attonuy  3Vtatitry  Deparimttt 
N«w  Orucaks,  Jptil  23, 1870. 

Extract  from  tbe  retrnn  of  War  Department  in  Gd.  H.  Martin  v.  Tbe  I7nited  StatM, 
No.  3235. 

Staleneni  of  ditlaiuxM  bthnteu  New  OrleanM  aitd  OjMlaiua*. 

New  Oblkaks,  La.,  FOruarg  26,  leSL 
Colonbl:  t  send  yon  the  following  diitances,  reqoMted  by  yon : 

New  Orleans  to  Brasher  City  by  railroad 89 

New  Orleans  to  Brasher  City  by  comtaoa  road .. .. 13S 

Brasher  City  to  Barre's  Landing  by  water 13> 

Brasher  City  to  month  of  Courtableau 90 

Brasher  City  to  Semmea' Port ISO 

Brasher  City  to  Opelouaas  by  land W 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

D.  C.  HOUSTOH, 
Uiijor  and  ChUf  Bttginter,  D.  0.  G. 
Col.  6.  B.  HOLABIRS, 

Cki^Q.M.,D.  0.  G. 

Extrtutfrom  Utttr  of  S.  W.  Cottin*  to  Col.  S.  B.  HoiaMrd. 

•  Nbw  Orleans,  ManA  8, 18H. 

CoLONBi. :  In  reply  to  yoar  com mnni cation  of  the  tat  inatant,  asking  tor  any  iofor- 
matioD  I  may  have  relative  to  tbe  cotton  procured  by  mililary  operation  on  tbe  B>f m 
Teche  and  ita  vicinity,  early  iu  tbe  snmoier  nf  1863, 1  have  the  honor  to  state  that  at 
that  time  I  was  connected  with  tbe  United  StatFH  Quartermaster's  Department  in  tliit 
city,  and  receivFd  some  S,000  bales  of  tbe  cotton  in  question  in  New  Orleans — a  por- 
tion of  it  from  tho  hands  of  the  agents  of  the  Opelouaas  Railroad,  and  a  pait  aam 
United  Slates  Iranapoila  arriviug  at  this  port, 

I  am  qnite  sure  that  tbe  transportation  charge  was  the  saine  as  that  now  chaT|[>d 

Stivate  ludivi'luals  for  freight  on  tbe  Opelonaas  Railroad,  and  at  that  time  the  eotin 
>rce  of  the  r«ad  and  rolling  stock  (which  was  limited)  was  taken  ap  by  (his  coltoi 
to  the  exolnsionof  all  other  freight,  large  quantities  of  whlcli  were  awaitingshipneat 
over  the  road.  1  would  further  state  that  the  steamers  npon  which  ihia  ootton  «*« 
shipped  from  this  port  to  New  York  could  have  been  freighted  at  far  more  adtanta- 
geouB  ratKB  for  prirate  parties  than  was  oharged  npon  the  Iransporta  by  the  <)nart«- 
maater's  Department,  as  I  won  at  the  time  tntonned  and  believed. 
I  have  the  honor,  coiouol,  to  be  your  moat  obedient  servant, 

8.  W.  OOZZINS, 
5apM-M«Mi«Nl  PtoatotiM. 

Col.  e.  B.  HOIiABIRD, 

C.  <i.  M.,  Dtp'-  *f  '^iV,  -Vw  Orleoat. 

Statemmt  o/ ehargM  tm  eotUm  thippedfirom  Htw  Orhant  to  Nam  Tori  md  £Mtn. 

OFriCK  Cum  Quastkkmastrr,  DKTARnfxirr  o¥  tkk  Odlt, 

yt¥)  Orltaiu,  La..  Angait  ti,  IBM. 
Beflpeotfnlly  forwarded  to  the  Qnartennaster-Oeneral.  Separate  hills  are  inetMri 
of  the  different  shipments  to  the  North.  It  is  important  that  these  amounts  b«  mI- 
lected  and  remitted  to  this  Department.  We  have  had  to  rebuild  the  OpeiooiasIUit- 
toad  thronffboat,  so  far  as  the  bridges  are  oonoerned.  Many  ateamera  were  bind- 
Freight  bills  and  taxes  have  to  be  paid,  and  my  estimate  of  mnda  do  not  oovei  MHt 
an  Muount. 

8.  B.  HOLABIBD, 
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Bill  of  charges  oa  630  bates  of  oottvu  Bhipped  on  the  17th  of  Jnoe,  1PG3,  per  steam- 
ship  Mfttaozas,  to  Hi^or  Stewart  Vua  Vliut,  quartermaBter  at  New  York,  by  Col. 
S.  B.  Holablnl,  chief  qnarterraaater,  Depaitmeiil  of  the  Qatf,  at  New  Orleana. 

Ponudi. 

M.-V.  S.  No.  1-aOO.        200  bales  iniddlioK  cotton 87,510 

0.-V.  S.  No.  300-300.    100  bales  goml  ordinary  ootloa 43,958 

D.-V,  a  No.  J01-&30.    330  baliA  ordinary  cotton 98,363 

Total 530  bales,  weighing 829,831 


Charges  and  ft«i(;ht  Itom  Barre's  Landing  to  Brashear  City,  {15 $7,950  00 

ChBrEea  and  freight  per  Opeloosas  Railroad,  tlJ 6,890  00 

Bebaliug,  picking,  □laasluK,  oomptessing,  b^ging,  rope,  twine,  weighing, 

drajage,  labor,  &.□.,  perliale,  tlO 5,300  00 

Oeneral  hospital  tax,  per  bale,  tH 3,650  00 

Internal  revenae  tax  0Q:i'^,8:U  pounds,  i  cent 1,149  16 

Internal  revenne  fcps.for  marking,  per  bale,  Soenta 26  60 

Freight  to  New  York 4,596  02 

38,668  28 

I  liereby  certify  that  the  above  ohargee  are  ooneet,  and  have  to  request  that  the 
•mount  of  $38,562.28  be  plac«d  to  mv  credit. 

B.  B.  HOLABIBD, 
Cclontl  lutd  CKtf  Qmarltrmatttr,  Departmml  of  tke  Q^IJ. 

Bill  of  charges  on  480  bales  cotton  ■btpped  on  tbe  19th  day  of  June,  1863,  per  stsani- 
■hip  Patapaoo,  toHt^orStewartTan  VUet,  qnartemiaateratNewYotk,  by  Col.  8.  B. 
Holablrd,  chief  quartermaateT  Department  of  Oalf,  New  Otleaus: 


T.  8.  No.    1,-300.  300  balsa  new  middling  cotton 1S4.918 

V.  &  No.  301-480.  180  bales  good  ordinary  cotton 77,038 

Total 480  bales,  weighing 201,954 


FceJKbt  and  charges  fhim  Barre's  Landing  to  Braabear,  $15 fiSOO  00 

Freight  and  charges  per  Ope  to  nsas  Railroad,  $13 6,240  00 


Expenses    picking,  rebaling,  T,  bagging  twine,  rope,  cleaning,  weighing, 

compressing,  drayage,  Ul>or,  &,c.,  |10 

Qeneral  hospital  fees,  |5 2,400  00 


Internal  revenuetax  on  201,954  lbs.,  at  i  cent  par  lb 1,009  77 

Internal  niTenue  fees  for  marking,  at  5  cents  per  bale 24  00 

Freight  to  New  York,  at  3c.  per  lb 10  40 

$35,713  66 
Same  remarks  m  on  No.  1. 

B.  B.  HOLA.BIRD, 
CWoimI  tmd  CM^  QawlsrsMMtsr. 

Bill  of  charges  on  900  balsa  cotton  shipped  this  I3th  of  June,  1863,  per  steamship  Cih^ 
of  Bath,  to  Captain  W.  W.  HcKim,  A.  Q,  H.,  at  Boston,  by  Col.  8.  B.  HoiabiM, 
chief  qaartemiaeter,  Department  of  Oalf|  New  Orleans,  La. 


.  200  bales 81,684 
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Freifrht  and  charges  to  Brosbear  City,  per  bate.llS (3,000  OD 

Freight  anil  ubargeB  per  Opelonsaa  Bailroad,  $13 3,600  00 

Picking,  rebaling,  ropc,  baggiug,  tniae,  compreaaiog,  cleaning, weighing, 

drayage,  and  labor,  1 10 2,000  00 

General  hospital  tax,  »5 1,00"J  00 

Internal  KvHone  tax  OD  Hl,684  ponud*,  at  J  cent 406  « 

iDterual  reveonefeee  for  marking,  at  5  cents  per  bale 10  00 

Freight  to  Boetoo,  »1,684  pounds,  at  2  cents 1,633  m 

$lO,^i  10 
Same  remarks  as  on  No.  1. 

S.  B.  HOLABIRD, 
CoEonil  and  Cki^  Q»aTUrwMtbr. 

Bill  of  charges  on  300  bales  of  cotton  ahippod  this  0th  day  of  Jane,  1603,  per  steam- 
'  ship  Fulton,  to  Major  Stewart  Van  Tliet,  quartermaster  U.  8.  A.,  New  York,  by 

Cof.  S.  B.  Holabird,  chief  qaartermaster  Department  Oulf,  NewOrleans,  La. 

T.  S.  No.  1-300.    300  bales  low  middling  cotton,  1,32,813  poonds. 
CHABGBS. 

Freight  and  charges  to  Braaheor  Citj,  per  bale,  |15 (4, 500  00 

Freight  and  chaTKwi  per  Opelonsas  Railroad,  per  bale,  $13 ^   3,  MO  00 

Ilzpeuses  for  picking,  balii  g,  rope,  bagging,  twine,  oompteMing,  cleaning, 

weighing,  orayage,  and  labor,  per  bale,  $10 tSiOOO  00 

General  hoHpital  tax,  per  bale,  $5 ., 1,500  «0 

Internal  revenue  tax,  131,8i:)  pounda,  at  i  cent 664  07 

lutemal  revenue  fees  for  morkiug,  per  bale,  b  cents 15  09 

Freight  to  New  York,  133,813  pounds,  at  2  cents 9,656  46 

I6,S3S3J 
Same  remarks  as  on  No.  1, 

8.  B.  HOLABIBD, 
CotoMi  and  (Mtf  ^Mrte-mMlfl-. 

Bill  of  charges  on  523  bales  cotton  shipped  this  23d  day  of  Hay,  1963,  per  steaser 
United  States,  to  Capt.  W.  W.  MoKim, aas't  Q.  H.,  U.S.  A,  at  Boston,  by  C«1. 8. B. 
Holabird,  cbief  qnartermastef  Department  Gulf, 'New  Ocleaos,  La. 

U.  a  No.  1-522  boles  ootton  weighing  330,257  poonds. 


Freight  and  charges  from  Barre'H  Landing  to  Brashear  Cit;,  per  bale,  (IS..  $7,830  00 

Freight  and  charges,  per  Opelonsas  Railroad,  per  bale,  $13 6, 7(96  00 

Expenses  picking,  rebaling,  India  bagging,  rope,  twine,  alassing,  weighing, 

oompressiDg,  iimyoge,  and  labor,  at  $10  per  bale &,iSO  OO 

General  hospital  fax,  $5  per  bale 2,610  00 

Internal  revenue  tax,  230,357  pounds,  at  fcent t.lSl  i9 

Internal  revenne  fees  for  marking,  5  cents  per  bale 36  ID 

Freight  from  Boston,  3  cents 4,605  14 

38,3Utl53 
I  certify  that  the  above  bill  is  a  correct  one  of  oosts  in  oolleotlng  ootton  in  the  site- 
m^'s  conntry,  as  near  as  can  be  arrived  at. 
Many  ohacges  for  labor  of  troops,  negroes,  &.C.,  bave  to  be  omitted. 
The  former  bill  was  incorrect,  and  bad  no  charges  for  the  most  expensive  and  dilB- 
onlt  transportation,  viz,  down  tbe  Coartableaa  and  Atchofnlaya. 

8.  B.  HOLABIBD, 

Colonel  Mil  Chi^  QtKirlarmmittr. 

Bill  of  charges  on  650  bales  cotton  shipped  this  Gth  day  of  Jnne,  1^63,  to  Capt.  W.  W. 

UoEim,  A.  Q.  H.  Department  of  tbe  Gulf,  Boston,  on  board  stvauifhln  UcClellaB, 

by  Col.  8.  B.  Holabird,  chief  qnartormsster  Department  of  the  Qalt,  Now  Orlsan 

La. 

U.S.  No.  1-300,        300  hales  low  middling  ootton 133, « 

U.  8.  No.  301-450.    350  bales  good  ordinary 154,111 

Tot»l 650  hales  weighing W.ffSI 
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fiHARGBS. 

Freight  anil  charges  to  Brashear  Citv.  per  bale,  $15 |9,750  00 

FrriKtat  ADd  charKex,  per  OpeluiiMH  Railroad,  per  bale,  (IS »,450  00 

EiptMin^B  piukinK.  rebalinj;.  rope,  bagging,  tnine,  compreaaiDg,  clasaiog, 

-weigbing.  drnvage,  and  labor,  per  bale,  flO 6,500  00 

Geu«ral  hoapital  tax,  ptr  lialo,  |5 3,250  00 

iKtTDal  revenue  tax  nn -itl7,f>C7  lbs.,  per  pound  1  oeut 1,437  B3 

Internal  Tuveuue  IVeB  fur  inurking,  per  bale,  S  centa 32  50 

Freight  to  Baaton,  per  poand, 'i  oenta 6,751  34 

$35, 171  57 
Same  remark  as  on  No.  1. 

8.  B.  HOLABIBD, 
Cvlonttand  Cki^  QiuirltrmatUr. 

InTaIc«of  412ba1escottoii  Bbinped  by  U.  8.  Q.H.  Department  of  th«  Golf,  per  itisamer 
George  Puabodj,  and  conH)|in«d  to  M^oc  Stewart  Tan  Tliet,  qaaTtermastM,  U. 
8.  A.,  New  Turk,  marked  U.  8. 

Totkl  weight,  180,763  poanda. 

Freight  on  413  ba'ea  cotton,  per  Opelonftas  Railroad,  at  $13. 50  pec  bale $5,366  00 

Biiepitai  tax  on  41^  bales  ooi  ton.  at  |.°>  per  bale 3,060  00 

W«igbing,  repacking,  patching,  at  $5  per  bale 2,060  00 

SbippiDg  tax,  at  50  oenta  per  1,000  ponnds 00  38 

$9,666  38 

Internal  revenne  tax  not  paid. 

Nkw  ORLEaNB,  Xof  9,  1863.  -^  -« 

Dae  United  Btatee  Qnartermoater'B  Department  of  the  Gulf  the  following  charge* 
on  tbie  invoice  of  412  bales  of  cotton,  per  OpeloDOoa  Railroad: 

Freight  on  412  bnleii  of  cotton,  $13 $5,356  00 

HoHpltal  tax  on  4li!balpa  cotton,  $5 2,060  00 

Weighing,  npacking,  pKtcbing,  Ao.',  $5 : 3,060  OO 

Shipping  tax,  at  50  cents  per  1,000  ponnda 90  38 

$9,566  38 
Nkw  Orlbans,  Jfay  9, 1863, 

I  certify  thnt  the  foregoing  invoioe  ot  cotton  tbls  day  transferred  to  Htdor  8.  Tan 
Tliet,  qnnrteTmaater  U.  S.  A.,  is  correct,  and  that  the  amoaot  of  $9,566.38  la  due  Col. 
S.  B.  Hiilaliinl,  chief  qn arte rm aster  Department  of  the  Gnlf;  as  set  forth  in  the  In- 
Toicr,  and  haveto  reqneiit,  on  tbesaleof  tbecotton,  that  thai  amonntbe  transmitted 
to  him. 

ALEX.  N.  BHIPLET, 

Captain  A.  Q.  M.,  U.  3.  A. 

InToice  oflOO  bales  cottoiT  shipped  b;  IT.  8.  Qnartermoster's  Department  of  the  Gnlf, 
pernteamer  MatiinEos,  and  connigned  to  M^or  Stewart  Tan  Tliet,  C.  8.  quarter- 
master, New  York. 

Total  weight  of  400  balsa  ootton,  174,244  ponnda. 

CHAROIU.  * 

Flight  per  OpeloDsas  Railroad,  at  $13  per  bale $5,900  OO 

HuHg.iral  tax,  at  $5  per  bale 2,000  00 

Wvigbiug,  repacking.  Am.,  at  $5  per  bale 2,000  00 

Bbippiug  tax  on  174,M4  lbs.,  50  oenta  per  1,000  Iba 87  IS 

$9,S8r7  IS 

E.  A,  O.  E. 

Mkw  Obuuss,  Mag  12,  1863.  /—  i 

DigitzedbyGOOgle 


560  FRENCH   AND   AUEEICAN  CLAIMS  COHH1S810N. 

I  certif)' that  the  foregoing  icroic?  it  correct,  ftad  liave  toreqnest,  wben  tbeeotbia 
Is  sold,  that  thenuiu  of  t9,-J(j7.13  be  placed  to  the  credit  of  Cul.  S.  B.  HoUbird,  tbirl 
QUarteriuftster,  Depaitmeut  of  the  Gulf,  wbicli  uaonat  is  due  this  deputmeDt,a«»et 
torth  under  tbe  liet>d  Df  charges. 

ALEX.  N.  BHIPLEr, 

Capl.  and  A.  Q.  M.,  C.  S.  A. 

In  the  United  States  CourC  of  Claims,  December  term,  A.  D.  1870. 

No.  3052.  Lapene  &  Ferr4  v.  Tbe  United  States. 

No.  3391.  Miehae!  Castille  c.  Tlie  United  States. 

No.  3348.  Deairn  Gudet  c.  The  United  States. 

No.  3390.  Jean  Lapcirte  t.  The  United  States. 

No.  3392.  Simon  Qaejrouie  v.  The  United  State*. 

No.  3346.  J.  D,  Swaim  o.  The  United  States. 

No.  3.147.  Coraelioa  Donate  o.  The  United  States. 

No.  3098.  Boliert  P.  Rayne  o.  The  United  States. 

It  is  hereby  stipulated  and  agreed  that  E.  C.  Clark,  of  Northamplon,  HampaUre 
Coaaty,  Massachusetts,  a  witness  on  tbe  part  of  the  olaimant  in  tbe  a)>ore-eii titled 
cause,  may  be  examined,  and  his  deposition  taken  udcq  iatenoKalories  and  croas-iO' 
terrogatories  hereto  annexed,  and  that  the  clerk  of  the  Conrt  of  Claims  may  issae  a 
commission  for  that  purposu  directed  to  Hon.  Samuel  F.  Lymau,  judge  of  probate  and 
insolvency  for  the  connty  of  Hampshire,  aod  State  of  Massachusette,  or  to  aarotbo 
Judge  of  a  court  of  recora  for  said  county. 

WEED  &.  CLABEB, 

Soliailort/ar  CJaimamU 
THOMAS  H.  TALBOT, 

JttUiant  A ttonun- GattrmL 

Deposition  of  E.  0.  Clark,  of  Northampton,  Mass.,  as  witness  ia  tbe  eanaes,  tlie  nam- 
bers  and  titles  of  which  are  hereto  annexed,  taken  at  said  Northampton,  at  tbe  of- 
fice of,  and  by  and  before  me,  Samuel  if.  Lavman,  esq.,  on  the  t7th,  IBth,  and  IMi 
days  of  October,  A.  D.  1870,  in  purauauoe  ot  tbe  oommisuon,  alao  hento  mM^wi, 
to  me  directed. 

Said  E.  C.  Clark,  the  witnMS  Itefore  named,  iMlng  first  sworn  by  me  accoidiHK  to 
law  to  tell  the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  tbe  truth,  relatire  to  the  be- 
fote-named  causes;  and  I  hereby  certify  that  neither  the  solicitor  of  the  tTniUd 
States,  nor  either  of  the  clafmantK,  his  agent,  attorney,  or  any  other  penon  waa 
present  at  the  examination  of  said  witness. 

SAMUEL  F.  LTHAN, 
J%dg«  of  laid  CaKrto  and  CommtltUmtt. 

Dirtot  MOMiiMtiaa. 


and  are  yon  in  an;  degree  related  to  the  claimant  named  in  said  causes,  or  either  of 
them.  If  so,  state  hov  you  are  related  to  them,  oi either  of  them  T — A.  My  name  ia  E. 
C.  Clark ;  age,  4-<  ypars.  I  am  a  livery-stable  keeper,  and  reside  at  Northampton  aforv- 
said,  and  have  for  the  post  year  or  more.  I  have  no  interest,  director  indireot.  Id  the 
foregoing  entitled  suit.  I  am  not  in  any  degree  related  to  the  claimant  in  said  soit,  or 
either  ofthem. 

Int.  2.  State  whether  or  not  yon  were  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States 
tering  the  months  of  April  and  Hay,  1963 ;  and  if  so,  in  what  capacity  ware  you  is 
snch  service  ;  wWre  were  yon  stationed,  and  to  what  duty  were  you  assigned  dnrinf 
said  months  of  April  and  May,  1863  T— A.  I  was  in  the  miiitarv  service  of  the  Unilo) 
States  during  the  months  of  April  and  Hay,  1863,  in  the  capacity  of  i 
the  Fifty-second  Regiment  Moasacbusetts  Volnnteers,  and  part  ok  iwiu  uuki  »■• 
quartermaster  at  Barre's  Lamliug,  La.  ;  I  was  Rtationea  with  the  regiment  nnUl  oa 
or  about  the  fifth  day  of  May,  W\'i.  After  that  date  I  was  stationed  at  Barre's  Laod- 
inK,  as  post  quartermaster.    I  left  Barre's  Landing  on  or  about  May  20,  18S3. 

Int.  .1.  State  If  at  any  time  during  tbe  said  months  of  April  and  May,  1863,  there 
came  into  your  poMtssion,  or  was  received  by  you,  for  and  on  aoeonnt  of  tbo  Dailfd 
States,  any  cotton ;  and  if  so,  state  from  whom  snch  ooltoa  woa  neeived  bj  y«a ; 
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of  any  oottoa  raoeived  by 

, _^ ,  . .     During  laid  time,  between 

tbe  5ck  and  -tOth  dayii  of  May,  cotton  came  into  my  wMseMion  for  and  on  aooonnt  of 
the  United  States.  I  did  not  reoeive  aucli  cotton  mim  any  person  or  pervoDa,  bnt 
found  the  aame  piled  up  on  the  bank  of  the  bayon,  brooKht  them  by  the  oontrabanda, 
with  theic  own  teama ;  I  have  no  aooonnt  of  hoir  muen  came  into  my  poweasion  or 
w«a  received  In  thli  way,  and  do  not  now  recolleot ;  I  ahlpped  about  4,000  balea  of 
cotton  ftom  aaid  bank  or  landing. 

lot.  4.  State  whether  yon  kept  any  reootd  or  memoraniliiin  of  tbe  cotton  reoeived 
)Mid  disposed  of  by  you,  for  and  on  behalf  of  the  United  St&tet,  dnriug  said  months 
of  April  and  Hay,  A,  D.  1863.  If  so,  attach  the  same  to  your  answer  to  this  iuterrog- 
atory  ;  and  if  yon  are  nnable  to  attach  the  ortKinal  of  such  record  or  niemorandnm, 
pleasM  attach  a  sworn  copy  thereof  to  your  answer  hereto. — A.  I  did  not  keep  any 
■uemorandum  of  cotton  ao  fonnd  by  me  as  before  stated,  hot  1  have  receipts  for  all 
cotton  shipped  and  forwarded  by  me,  and  I  herewith  attach  copies  of  those  receipts, 
marked  "A." 

Int.  6.  If,  in  answer  to  the  third  Interrogatory,  you  hftve  stated  that  you  shipped 
any  rotten  received  by  you  for  and  on  scoonnt  of  the  United  Stales,  please  state  to 
whom  such  cotton  was  shipped,  and  also  how  it  was  shipped;  and  If  it  was  sent  for- 
ward from  Barre's  Landiug.  La.,  by  yon,  on  steamboats,  please  stale  the  name  of  the 
l>oats  upon  which  it  was  shipped,  aod  also  stats  where  such  boats  were  ordered  to 
transport  any  cotton  shipped  by  yon. — A.  Snch  cotton  was  shipped  and  ooDsiftued  to 
Lieut.  Col.  J.  O.  Chandler,  assistant  qaartermiuitor,  Brasbeat  City,  La.,  and  shipped 
by  United  States  steamers;  said  cotton  was  nbipped  on  steamers  G.  H.  Sheldon,  Kep- 
per,  Comie,  Quinebang,  Limisiaiia  Belle,  and  J.  H.  Browu,  and  all  were  ordered  to 
report  to  Lieut.  Col.  J.  O.  Chaudler,  assistflal  qnartermaster,  at  Braahear  City,  La. 

Int.  6.  If  yon  hare  staled  that  you  rcoeived  and  shipped  cotton  for  and  on  account 
of  the  Unitiid  States,  from  Barn's  LaadiDfc,  La.,  in  tbe  months  of  April  and  May, 
ItMi.'!,  will  yon  state  wbelher  any  ol'  tbe  ecittan  shipped  by  yon  was  received  from  Capt. 
E.  L.  Noyes,  or  Frederick  G.  Pope,  of  tbe  Forty-flrst  Massachnsetle  Regiment  of 
Mounted  Infantry  T — A.  I  did  not  reoeive  said  cotton  from  any  person  or  persons  whom- 
BOflver,  but  found  the  same  on  tbe  bank  as  before  stated. 

lut.  7.  State  if  any  of  the  cotton  reoeived  and  shipped  by  yoo  was  received  from 
OpelniisBs,  or  tfaroogh  troops  stationed  at  that  place,  subsequent  to  tbe  evacuation 
of  that  place  by  the  Unit«l  States  troops  and  their  rcoioval  to  Bane's  Landing.— A. 
1  cannot  tell  ftnm  luy  own  knowledge  whirre  any  of  said  cotton  came  from. 

Int.  tt.  How  mncJi  cotton  in  all  was  shipped  from  Barre's  Landing  dnring  the  time 
that  plaoB  was  oconpied  by  the  Union  troops  in  April  and  May,  186iJ,  and  to  whom  and 
where  was  it  dipped  I — A.  I  have  no  linowledge  of  any  shipments  of  cotton  from 
Barre's  Landing,  eict^  «hat  I  mystilf  shipi  ed,  an  aioonnt  of  which  is  contained  in 
paper  marked  ''A." 

Int.  9.  In  ahipplng  cotton  fknm  Barre's  Lnnding  to  New  Orleans,  would  it  usually 
be  unloaded  at  BrasCear  City  f  And  if  so,  by  what  route  would  it  reach  New  Orleans 
from  Braahear  CltyT  What  was  the  nsnal  and  most  direct  mute  of  shipping  cotton 
from  Barre's  Landing  to  New  Orleans  during  the  mouths  of  April  and  May,  IS63  T — 
A.  In  shipping  cotton  &om  Barre's  Landing  to  New  Orleans  it  would  usually  be  nu- 
loaded  at  Braahear  City,  and  from  there  by  rail  to  New  Orleans.  The  nsnal  ronte  for 
shipping  cotton  from  Barre's  LandingtoNew  Orleans  would  be  by  steamer  to  Braahear 
City,  fMn  there  by  rail  to  New  Orleans,  and  this  was  the  route  used  dnring  the  month 
of  May,  iaS3. 

Int.  10.  if  in  answer  to  the  fifth  interrogatory  you  have  stated  that  the  boats  npoB 
which  yon  shipped  cotton  from  Barre's  Lauding  were  directed  to  report  to  Col.  J.  O. 
Chandler,  A.  Q.  H.,  at  Brasbear  City,  state  for  what  purpose  they  were  so  ordered  to 
report. — A.  I  do  not  know  for  what  purpose  said  cotton  was  shipped  for  and  ordered 
to  report  to  Llent.  Col,  J.  Q.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  M. ;  my  orders  were  to  Donalgn  said 
cotton  to  said  Chandler. 

Int.  11.  Stata  if  any  other  offloer  or  officers  were  assigned  to  any  datiea  In  oonneo- 
tion  with  the  shipment  of  cotton  from  Barre's  Landicglo  April  and  Hay,  ltJ63;  if  ao, 
state  the  name  or  names  of  inch  offloer  or  ofSoera. — A.  No  other  officer  or  olBcers  wera 
assigned  to  any  duties  in  connection  with  the  shipment  of  cotton  f^m  Barre's  Landr 
iug  here  on  or  abontMay  &  to  May  20,  1B63;  of  shipments  before  or  sabsequent  to  said 
dates  1  have  no  knowledge. 

Int.  12.  Do  yon  know  of  any  other  matter  or  thing  of  advantage  to  either  tbe 
claimant  or  defendant  in  this  cause  f  If  so,  state  the  same  folly. — A.  I  hav"  no 
knowledge  of  any  other  matter  or  thing  of  advantage  to  either  the  claimant  or  de- 
feudanta  in  this  canse. 

(The  defendant  takes  general  objection  to  the  interrogatoties-in -chief,  because  they 
call  for  secondary  evidence,  and  no  proof  is  furnished  that  the  record  evidence  has 
been  lost  or  d«Btmyed.  This  objection  applies  to  the  3d,4tli,&th,6th,7th,Sth,»t]i, 
10th,  and  lUh  interrogatories.) 

H.  Ex.  235 36  )0'^lc 
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Orv»»-iitttrroB»torStt. 

Crow-iut.  1.  Stale  particularly  where  any  record  or  memoTaadnm  of  tlie  eatt«a  re- 
oeiv&d  and  dispaaed  of  by  yoD  durinfj  April  and  Hay,  It^,  was  made;  aud  if  it  «■■ 
loat,  wheni,  whoD,  and  liowT    If  y>iu  attached  a  copy  of  the  wnte  ftom  memotx,  ate 

Eoa  quite  certain  th.it  it  is  a  Irno  and  exact  copy ;  and  if  ao,  what  are  yoar  Beau  of 
nowledget  How  long  has  the  original  been  in  yoar  posseasioQ  t — A.  I  haTenotecvrd 
of  the  cotton  received  and  disposed  of  by  me  daring  the  montha  of  Hay  and  April, 
IB63,  except  the  <Ki))i(Mi  I  herewith  Gle  in  answer  to  direct  interrogatory  No.  4;  the 
originaU  of  which  were  made  at  their  several  dates. 

Cross-int.  2.  If,  in  answer  to  the  5th  interroEatory,  yon  state  yon  have  shipped  coC- 
ton  while  on  duty  at  Barre's  Landing,  state  what  means  of  iDformation  you  dstfu 
to  the  cousignees  of  said  cotton  and  the  mode  of  shipment.  Cso  yoa  swear  vitb 
oertaiuty  to  the  names  of  the  stieamboata  on  whiah  it  was  shipped!  Waa  thencvn 
any  record  of  such  oousiguees  and  sBeamboats;  if  ito,  where  is  it  now  ;  and  if  lost, 
when,  where,  and  how  t — A.  The  only  information  I  have  aa  to  tbacoDsigneeaof  Hid 
cotton  and  the  mode  of  shipment,  ia  contained  in  the  said  reoaipt«  before  refarred  la, 
and  my  orders  from  superior  officers.  The  name  of  the  several  steamboats  upon  vhicb 
said  cotton  was  shipped  are  contained  in  the  receipts  ben>with  filed  and  befate  t«- 
ferred  to.     I  have  no  record  ezoupt  copies  of  whioh  are  herewith  aooezed. 

Cross,  int.  9.  How  do  you  linow  that  any  such  cotton  was  received  from  Capt.  B. 
8.  Noyes  or  FredericJi  O.  Pope,  of  the  Forty-first  Uassaohnaetbi  Begiment  Moonttd 
Infanlryl  Was  there  any  record  of  such  cotton,  or  any  reoeipta,  or  vouchers  gim 
or  received ;  if  so,  where  are  they  now ;  and  if  they  were  loat,  when,  where,  sad 
howT — A.  I  do  not  know  who  such  cotton  was  reoeived  from,  neither  did  I  give  r»- 
oeints  or  vouchers  for  any  of  said  cotton. 

Cross-int.  4.  If,  in   answer  to   the    seventh  interrogatory,  you  state  that  ootiM 


B  reoeived  from  Opelousas,  state  how  you  know  that  faot,  and  si 
transportation  subsequent  to  the  evacnation  of  Opelouaaa,     And  state,  to  tue  dcmh 
your  knowledge,  how  many  bales  of  oottoa  were  received  at  Barre's  Landing  at  tbit 


State  also,  whether  any  vouchers  or  receipts  were  given.  And  i 
has  become  of  them ;  and  if  they  were  lost,  when,  where,  and  how  f — A.  I  can  msk* 
no  further  statement  as  to  matter*  asked  of  me  in  this  interrogatory  than  Uut 
already  made.  I  shipped  about  4,000  bales  of  cotton  during  the  time  I  waa  then, 
and  no  vouchers  or  receipts  were  given  except  those  filed  herewith. 

Cross-int.  b.  State  as  snpplementary  to  your  answer  to  the  eighth  intoTTontaij, 
what  are  your  means  of  knowledge  as  to  the  qnantity  of  cotton  shipped  from  Banc^ 
Landing  during  April  and  May,  \Mi,  and  to  whom  and  where  it  waa  shipped.  Wu 
there  any  record  voucher,  bili  of  lading  or  receipt  of  such  ootton;  if  so,  wbue  It  it 
now  ;  and  if  lost,  when,  where,  and  how  T — A.  The  only  means  of  knowledge  I  fasfi 
of  the  rottou  shipped  from  Barre's  Landing,  is  contained  in  the  receipla,  copinof 
which  are  herewith  filed  and  annexed.    I  have  no  other  vouchers  or  receipts. 

CroBB-lDt.  6.  State,  as  supplementary  to  your  answer  to  the  9th  inteimgatorj, 
whether  there  was  more  than  one  roate  from  Barre's  Landing  to  New  Orleans.  Ami 
if  so,  whalf  Wonld  cotton  neceasarily  be  unloaded  at  Braohear  Cityf— A.  1  kixi* 
of  no  other  ronte  from  Barre's  Landing  to  New  Orleans  than  the  one  already  givH. 
Id  my  opinion  cotton  wonld  necesaari^  be  unloaded  at  Brashear  Ci^. 

Cross-Tut.  7.  State,  as  supplementary  to  your  answer  to  the  10th  iaterrogatorr. 
what  are  yonr  means  of  knowledge  as  to  the  directions  to  have  cotton  shipped  fron 
Barre's  Landing,  turned  over  to  Col.  J.  G.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  M.,  at  Braahcar  Cily— 
state  your  means  of  knowledge  as  to  the  purpose  for  which  they  were  so  ordered  W 
report. — A.  Hy  means  of  knowledge  as  the  direotiona  to  have  cotton  shipped  froB 
Barre's  Landing,  and  turned  over  to  Col.  J.  Q.  Chandler,  A  Q.  U.,  at  Braaheu  Cil;. 
are  by  reference  to  the  receipts,  copies  of  which  are  hereto  annexed,  and  to  my  ordm 
fiotD  superior  ofiloera.    I  do  not  know  the  pnrpoaea  for  whioh  said  cotton  was  lo  «■ 

CroM-int.  H.  Who  has  charge  of  the  vouchers,  hills  of  lading,  receipt^  and  leoiidi 
oonneoted  with  the  shipment  of  the  cotton  shipped  from  Bane's  Landing?  Glste 
parlloularly,  to  the  best  of  your  knowledge,  what  became  of  such  dooumeDts.  Suu 
alao.  if  there  was  not  such  doonmeuta,  why  that  formality  "was  omitted.  State  sin 
to  the  best  of  your  knowledge,  what  proportion  of  the  cotton  shipped  byvonwit 
shipped  without  such  formalities ;  and  state,  to  the  best  of  yonr  knowledge,  U* 
quantity  of  cotton  so  shipped  by  yon. — A.  So  far  as  I  know  I  had  charge  of  >" 
TODohen,  bills  of  lading,  and  reoeipte,  and  records  mode  and  given  cooneMed  witi 
the  shipment  of  cotton  from  Barre's  Landing  duriDu  the  time  1  was  then,  m  bciM* 

mentioned,  and  the  only  documents  of  the  kind  me"    — ' ' '~ 

oopies  of  which  atie  hereto  annexed  and  marked  " 


1  the  ooltoD  shipped  by  me— aboat4,M 
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Coiafoi(WKAi.TH  OF  HABSACHuasiTs, 

Hamptkire  Coimljt,  m  .- 

OcTOBZB  17,  \H,  19,  A.  D.  ISTD. 
Sworn  to  and  sabicribed  before  me,  Skmael  F.  Lvidbd,  judge  of  probate  ftod  iu* 
■olveoey,  witbin  end  for  aaid  oonnty  of  Htunpabire,  the  same  being  a  conrt  of  record ; 
uid  I  certiiy  tbe  said  E.  C.  Clark  ia  pertODatly  knowu  to  me  to  be  the  person  he  rep- 
reaenta  hlmMlf  to  be,  and  I  farther  certify  tbftt  the  foregoing  teBtimony  wa«  written 
and  read  to  bloi,  the  saiil  E.  C.  Clkrk,  aad  liKned  In  my  presence,  and  corrected  and 
aaaoDted  to  before  sign  in  k. 

In  toetimODy  whereof  I  have  «et  my  hand  and  offlel&l  teal  at  Northamption,  in  said 
coonty,  on  the  day  and  lUte  last  above  written. 

SAMUEL  T.  LTMAN, 

Jitdft  of  mM  Court: 
Exhibit  A. 

(1.)  BeoeiTed  of  Llent.  E.  C.  Clark,  qnartermaater  Fifty-second HaMacfaosetta Bes- 
imenl.on  boar'  _.__......-...«.  ..i_-—.>       -  .       ....     .~i 

J.  O.  Chandle 
Hay  6, 1883. 


imenl.on  board  ateamboat  0.  H.  Sheldon,  172  baleaof  cotton,  consigned  to  Lieut.  Cm. 
J-  O.^ChMdler,  A.  Q.  H.,  Braahaar  City,  La.    Shipped  from  Barre'e  Landing,  La., 


UARTILE  J.  LANE.   . 

(2.)  BeceiTed  of  Lient.  E.  C.  Clark,  qnartermaater  Pifty-aeoond  BeeimeDt  Masa^ 
chnaetta  Tolnnteera,  on  I>oard  steamer  Comle,  2Wbalesof  cotton,  consigned  to  Lieut. 
Col.  J.  a.  Chandler,  A. Q. H., Brashear  City, La.  Shipped  f^m  Barre'sLandlns,  La., 
May  7,  1863. 

J.H.CONNBB. 

(Not  acconntable  for  condition.) 

(3.)  ReoetTBd  (tom  Llent.  E.C. Clark,  qnartesmaster  Flfty-seoond  Maasachaaetta 
Reeiment,  on  board  eteamer  Kepper,  300  bales  of  cotton,  consigned  to  Lieut.  Col.  J, 
O.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  H.,  Brashear  Ci^,  La.    Shipped  th»m  Baire's  Landing,  La.,  Hay 

H.  CARBIOAN,  Clerk. 

(4.)  BeoelTod  of  Lient.  E.  0.  Clark,  qnartermaster  Fifty-second  Maasachnsetts, 
shipped  fh)m  Barre's  Landing,  Hay  7, 1663,  and  consigned  to  Lient.  CoL  J.  Q.  Cbanil- 
ler,  A.  Q.  U.,  at  Brashear  Ciiy,  ilSJ  bales  of  cotton. 

WM.  H.  BECKLET, 
Captain  IVoMport  Quintbaug. 

Bakkb's  LANDtNO,  Mag  11. 
(B.)  KeoeiTod  of  Llent.  E.C.  Clark^nartermastorFlfly-seoondUaaaacbiiBettsBegl- 
ment,  on  board  Btoamer  Quiuebang,  876  bales  of  cotton,  connigned  to  Llent.  Col.  J, 
Q.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  M.,  Brashear  City,  La.    Shipped  from  Barre's  Landlne.  La.,  Hay 
12,1863. 

W.  H.  BECKLET. 

BiRRx'a  humntQ,  May  11,  1863. 
(6.)  BeoeiTed  of  Lient.  E.  C.  Ulark,  qnartermaster  Flfty-seoond  Regiment  Massa- 
ehnsetts  Tolnnteors,  70  bales  of  cotton,  oonslgned  to  J.  Q.  Chandler,  lieutenant- 
colonel  and  chief  quartermaster,  Braahear  City. 

J.  TRAHANT, 
CUrk  United  Slalet  Tran^ort  La.  BtlU. 


3.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  H.,  Braahiw  City,  t».  Shipped  fh>m  Barre^Xanding,  La.,  Hay 
12,1863. 

GEORGE  ALEXANDEB, 

CapuaH, 
Per  J.  TBAHAMT,     ' 
Steamer  Lonlslana  Belle.  CUrk  United  Slatei  Traniport  La.  2Mb. 

(6.)  Beoelved  of  Lieut.  E.  C.  Clark,  qhartemiMter  Flrty-second  Maasachnaetts  Reg- 
iment,  on  board  steamer  J.  M.  Brown,  935  bales  of  cotton,  oonslgned  to  Llent.  Col.  J. 
G>.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  H.,  Braahear  City,  La.  Shipped  from  Barre's  Landing,  La.,  Hay 
13,18G3,3S0  boxes  ammunition  for  transportMtlon  to  Braahear  Citr,  La. 


>oglc 
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Baku's  Ludiko,  Mmw  te,Ut]. 
(9.)  Heceived  uf  Lieut.  E.  C.  Clark,  qnKrteniiHtar  Fifty-aeooud  UmaaobiiMtla  Bec- 
inent,  on  board  steamer  QDinabang,  160  bales  of  coltoo,  eousignMl  to  Lienl.  CoL  J. 
O.  Chmndler,  A.  Q.  M.,  Braihaer  Cltv.  La.     Shipped  ftom  Banrfa  Ludiu,  1a.,  MkT 
15,1063. 

W.  H.  BECKLET, 
t  UwUed  SImtm  aimmir  tfgilrtwf. 

Barm's  IjAxoaia,  Mmg  1ft,  18B3L 

(10.)  Received  of  Lieat.  E.  C.  Clark,  qoartennaaterPiflf-flecoDd  HassaobnseUiBw- 
iment,  on  board  steamer  Coraie,  344  bales  of  cotton,  consiftned  to  LienU  CoL  J.  G. 
CliandleT,  A.  Q.  M.,  Braahear  City,  La.  Shipped  from  Barn's  LaadioK,  1^.  Maj  U, 
1863,  mora  or  leM. 

U.  N.  CONNEB. 
Ctdrt  CHifed  State*  Sttamtr  Cfnric 

Bakub's  Landido,  if«ir  IS.  1961 
(U.)  Beoei*«d  of  Li«nt.  £.  C.  Clark,  qnaitennaater  Fifty-second  UaBsacliBMtk 
Sogiment,  on  board  United  States  steamer  J.  M.  Bronn  l.O'JE  bales  of  cottOD,  ew- 
•Igned  to  Lieot.  Col.  J.  O.  Chandler,  A.  (J.  U.,  Brsshear  CitT,    Shtpped  fmm  Banc't 
Landing.  I<a..  May  1»,  18t$3. 

MOSES  WIN8LOW. 
Uwltai  8l*lm  Slenur  J.  M.  Brvmu. 

Barre'b  LAMiiurQ,  Mag  IS.  ldG3. 
(12.)  Beceivedof  Lieut.  E.  > 
BeginieDt,  on  board  United  6ta 
to  Lient.  Col.  J.  0.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  M.,  Braahear  City,  La.    Shipped  fniui  Banc's 
Landing,  La.,  May  18, 1)483. 

W.  H.  BECKLET, 
Captaim  Sttamtr  Qitastasf  ■ 

I,  E.  C.  Claife,  before  named,  late  lieutenant  Fifty-second  Betfiment  HaMaatanseita 
Volunteers,  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  receipts  nnmbend  1, 3, 3,  4,  5,  6. 7,  B,  9, 
10, 11,  and  13,  anci  together  marked  Exhibit  "A,"  and  contained  npon  live  •Iim&o( 
'  paper,  are  true  copies  of  the  original  receipts  now  in  my  pooMoaion. 

E.  0.  CLAKE. 
Common  wx  A  LIB  or  Ha  macho  bxtts, 

Coumtf  o/BampM\ir«,  w; 

On  this  19th  day  of  October,  A.  D.  1S70,  befoie  me,8amael  F.  Lyman,  Jadgn  of  pro- 
bate and  insolvency  witbin  and  for  the  county  of  Hamushire,  the  same  beins  omirti 
of  record,  persoaally  appeared  the  before-named  &.  C.  Clark,  a  peraon  wfa«  I  oertifr 
to  bo  the  psrty  he  repreeente  himself  to  be,  and  made  oath  to  the  truth  of  the  stsie- 
ment  by  blm  sabeoribed. 

In  testimony  whereof  1  have  hereto  aet  my  hand  and  my  official  seal  on  the  day  sad 
dale  last  above  written,  at  Northampton,  In  said  eonnty. 

[szAi.]  BAMX  F.  LTMAM, 

DEPOSITIONS. 

.nM.^fKia3,  isea. 

J  DUBS  Pbrboddt     1 

».  }  No,  90. 

Thi  UmrzD  States.  ) 

VnPlTLATION  AND  CKBTinCATX. 

Testimony  taken  in  behalf  of  the  U.  8.  QoTemment,  at  Opelonsaa,  La.,  April  3d,  IM, 
W.  O.  Denegre,  esq,,  appearing  on  behalf  of  the  Oovemment,  F.  F.  Fenedin,««^.. 
appearing  on  behalf  of  claimant. 

Jrar  Purre  Bbl-bkn,  a  witnees  in  behalf  of  the  United  Stataa,  being  dnlyawoo. 
anil  being  examined  by  w.  0.  Denegre,  esq.,  for  the  Oovanunent,  asya:  My  naowii 
Jenn  PierrB  Benben ;  I  live  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Laudiy ;  I  am  about  fortyei^l 
yeiire  of  age ;  1  am  a  farmer  by  occupation ;  I  am  not  related  to  claimant,  and  an  Ml 
any  way  interested  in  the  resmt  of  this  claim. 
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Qnastiao.  To  whom  did  y«n  belong  tofwD  »iid  op  to  tho  time  of  the  war  T— Aiuwur. 
I  b»longed  to  Hr.  ThellMDftr  Qnidrr. 

Q.  Did  he  hAve  a  plantation  <tt  tliia  parish  f— A.  He  did. 

Q.  How  hi  was  that  plantation  from  Opeloasaflf— A.  Abont  elgliteen  miles. 

Q.  Do  70a  llTBOnthat  tame  plantation  at  the  preaent  time  T— A.  No;  I  lire  now 
on  tny  own  plaoe. 

Q,  How  for  la  yonr  place  from  the  Theliamai  Qaidr;  plaoe  T— A,  Abont  two  and 
a  half  arpenta. 

Q.  How  tnanjr  aorea  do  yon  own  there  T — A.  I  hare  abont  36  aorea  of  land. 

Q.  Do  yon  enlUvate  that  land  f—A.  Not  at  all;  I  oaltivate  a  part  of  it. 

Q.  Were  yon  on  the  Tbelimnar  Ouidry  plantation  when  the  rederale  oame  to  thia 
pATiah  in  1083  f— A.  I  waa. 

Q.  Were  ;oD  on  that  plantation  when  the  battle  of  BajonBonrbenx  wasfimEhtl — 
A.  1  waa  here  in  the  town  of  Opeloneaa  at  that  time  with  my  master,  Theliamar 
Oaidrv. 

Q.  How  long  before  that  battle  wae  fonght  waa  it  tbat  yoa  were  on  the  plaoe  t — 
A.  A  day  or  two  before  tbe  battle.  * 

Q.  Qlre  th«  namee  of  all  the  alavea  who  were  nn  the  plantation  befbre  the  battle  of 
Bnyon  Bontbenst — A.  We  were  fonr  men,  named  reepectlTelf  Uaroel,  Oabrisl.  Nar- 
aiaae,  uid  myaelf. 

Q.  How  many  fnll-giown  women  were  there  on  the  plaeeT — A.  There  wore  Vi«- 
tana,  Kate,  Luuite,  Joeephine,  and  aome  yonng  ohildrea. 

<).  What  baa  beooine  of  Namiaae  f— A.  He  ia  dead. 

Q.  Where  ie  Gabriel f~A.  He  la  dead  also. 

Q.  Where  ia  Harcel !— A.  He  is  somewhere  in  New  Orleans. 

Q.  Was  Angustin  Dominique  ou  the  place  alaoT — A.  He  wba. 

Q.  Did  yoQ  work  as  a  fleid  band  r— A.  I  did.  ( 

Q.  Can  yon  tell  os  if  there  was  any  cotton  on  the  Thelismar  Qnldry  plaoe  when  the 
Federals  oame  there;  And,  if  ao,  how  many  bales  I — A  There  was  cotton  there ;  there 
w^BS  a  coltoa-crib  011  the  place  which,  when  Blled,  contained  10  balea.  I  don't  think 
It  wasonite  foil  when  the  Federals  came  there. 

Q.  Was  that  cotton  giDiied  or  imginned  t — A.  It  waa  nnginned. 

Q.  What  became  of  that  cotton  f — A  When  I  retnmed  to  the  plantation  I  saw  the 
cotton  aroQDd  the  various  places  where  the  Federals  had  oamped  and  slept. 

Q.  Was  any  part  of  tbat  cotton  in  Mrs.  Tbeliamar's  dwelling  house  I— A.  I  do  not 

Q.  Do  jon  know  If  any  ot  the  wonnded  on  the  Federal  side  were  placed  In  Mrs. 
Tbeliamar's  honsa,  and  ii  anv  part  of  this  nnginned  cotton  waa  nsed  by  them  aa  bed- 
ding!— A.  I  don't  know.     There  were  no  soldiers  at  the  liouae  when  I  arrived  there. 

g.  Do  yon  knon-  if  the  soldleis  took  from  the  cotton-crib  all  the  cotton  (nnginned) 
that  wasln  that  crib,  or  If  any  was  left  after  theirdepartnref— A.  There  was  a  little 
remaining  after  tbey  left ;  very  little. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  if  the  Frderala  took  away  from  the  Thelismar  Gnldry's  place  any 
baled  cotton T^A.  They  took  none,  as  tbere  waa  no  baled  cotton  [on]  the  place. 

Q.  Whowaathechief man  among thelaboringhandBontheplantatlonT — A.  Some- 
times Angnstin  Dominlqne  was  the  head  man  and  sometimes  1  was. 

Q.  Did  Angnatin  Dominique  work  iu  the  field  I— A.  Ha  did. 

Croaa-examined  by  F.  P.  Pkrrodik,  oounael  for  claimant,  witness  says: 

Q.  Binoe  the  war,  have  yon  not  been  indicted  and  the  caae  oompromlsed  ;  wae  not 
the  aocuHBtion  tbat  of  peijnry  T 

(Objeoteil  to  by  coansel  for  the  Qovernment  on  the  grnnnd  that  If  a  witness  was 
indlet«d  and  there  exists  a  reason  showing  tbat  he  waa  convicted  and  sentenced, 
that  record  conatitutes  the  sole  evidence  of  the  fact,  and  ahonld  be  prodnced.) 

A.  I  never  woa  indicted  ;  everything  was  arranged  before  I  want  into  oonrt. 

Q,  Waa  tbere  or  not  an  accnsation  brought  againat  yon  for  perjury ;  you  had  re- 
tained a  lawyer  to  defend  yon  and  the  cose  stopped  or  comproniiaed  I— A.  There  was 
a  charge  of  pe^nry  against  me;  I  bad  retained  a  lawyer,  Hr.  Laurent  Dupre,  to  de- 
fend me:  the  matter  wan  all  arranged  afterward. 

Q.  Were  you  not  in  the  Confederate  army  with  yonr  master,  and  how  long  did  you 
remain  with  himT — A.  I  waa ;  I  remained  with  him  moat  of  the  time  he  waa  in  the 

Q.  At  the  battle  of  Bayoi)  Bonrbenx  wore  the  Federal  forces  advancing  npon  the 
town  of  Opelonaaa,  or  were  they  retreating  1— A.  They  were  not  recreating ;  they 
were  on  their  wa;  up. 

Q.  Did  yon  work  in  the  fielil  in  the  oaltivatlon  of  the  cotton  allnded  toT— A.  I 
did ;  I  worked  on  the  plantation  in  inakiug  all  the  cotton  that  waa  made  there. 

<j.  How  oontd  yon  work  in  the  6eld  making  cotton  and  t>e  in  the  army  witli  yonr 
maatert— A.  No  cotton  waa  made  on  the  place  when  I  waa  In  the  army ;  only  00m 
was  grown  there  then.  ,  -  1 
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Q.  Wh«t  qokntity  of  eotton  wu  01 
mMterl — A.  I  eao't  tell:  I  hATc  aln 
Mill  what  tbe  oriit  oontunod  when  filled. 

Q.  WeM  then  not  ootton  In  tivo  oriba  on  Hia  plstitatioDt — A.  No,riT;  tlMNvan 
oalj  two  oriba— oDe  a  oottoa-oiib  and  tht  other  a  oom-orib. 

Q.  Waa  tbeie  do  cotton  atored  away  in  the  dwelllng-hooM  In  the  tted  f— A.  Rft 
that  I  know  of. 

Q.  What  were  the  dimenaiona  of  thatootton-orihl~ 
but  know  that  when  well  filled  It  oontaioed  tan  bale*. 

6.  What  were  aboat  the  dlmenalona  of  that  bnildius,  longth,  braadth,sadltel^t 

(Objeoted  to  by  the  oonnsel  fiir  the  QorerDmeut  onuiegronnd  that  the  witncMbH 
already  atated  he  oould  not  give  the  dlmenaiona  of  the  bnlldlOK ;  he  !•  imw  Mked  ta 
■tate  about  what  were  the  dimensiooa.  Connael  for  the  GoremnMnt  aDbmiti  Uial 
any  anawer  which  the  wltneaa  might  give  woold  but  be  memly  gneaa  worfc.) 

A.  I  never  paid  any  attention  ;  I  know  wa  used  to  pnt  cotton  in  there. 

S,  What  ia  an  oath  and  the  obllgationa  thereof  I — A.  An  oath  Is  to  hare  tbe  tonit 

is  ft  penitentiary  o: 

Q.  Are  yon  poallive  that  there  waa  on  Theliamar  Onldry'a  plantation  do  other  cottoi 
than  the  one  yon  aaw  in  the  crib  when  the  Federal  troopa  oama  there  I — A.  If  thv* 
was  any  other  cotton  I  did  not  aee  tt;  1  have  atated  what  I  aaw. 

S«-«samfDed-ln-obief  by  oonnsel  for  tbe  Gareninent,  witneaa  aaya; 

Q.  Waa  Thelisinar  Oaidry  at  tbe  battle  of  Shi:ohT— A.  He  waa. 

Q.  Were  yon  there  with  nim  f— A.  No ;  I  wu  not  there. 

Q.  Where  were  tod  at  tbe  time  T — A.  I  waa  on  the  plantation. 

Q.  Waa  Hr. Tbeliainar  QDidiy  wounded  at  Sbilohl— A.  He  waa;  there  or  aboit 

Q.  Did  he  come  bomel^A.Hedid. 

Q.  How  long  did  be  atay  at  home  after  be  waa  wounded  t — A.  I  think  be  stajtd 
there  OTor  a  month. 

Q.  Where  waa  he  when  the  battle  of  Bayou  Bonrbenx  was  fought  t — A.  Hswaab 
OpelooBBB. 

Q.  After  he  waa  wounded  and  went  back  again  to  the  army,  do  yon  know  if  k6 
went  home  aometimeal — A.  He  went  there  now  and  then. 

Q.  Did  henot,afi«rthebattleofBbilob,  Join  QeneialTaylor'a army,  whiehopenlcd 
betweenBerwiok'sBay  and  Alexandria,  La.,  mostly  T— A.  He  did,  butwaaootcagaged 

n  the  Fedei»l  camp ; 

was  it  gathered  np  and  aold,  or  diapooed  of  by  Uts.  Quidry,  Hr.  Qiiidry,  or  anjbodj 
else  f — i.  None  of  the  cotton  waa  aold;  aome  of  it  waa  burned,  and  the  baUaee  of  it 
waa  toiled  and  waated. 

Q.  Tell  ne  abont  that  little  pfijnry  matter:  waa  there  nr't  aome  hog  or  beef  or  calf 
at  the  bottom  of  it,  and  aome  dlapote  aboot  it  between  you  and  aomAody  elae  I— A 
it  waa  a  miBunderstauding  between  Mr.  William  Smith  aiid  myaelf  about  a  hog. 

Q.  Who  had  cbarice  of  Mr.  Guidry'a  place  while  he  waa  in  tbe  army  I — A.  Aohille 
Babineac, 

Q,  Do  yon  know  if  ther 
mar  Ouiiiry'a  place,  living  there  about  the  [ime 
Achille  Babiueau  did  live  on  the  place  at  that  tim 

Q.  What  year  did  yon  go  off  with  your  master 
vaded  this  country  I  left  with  my  master  for  the  an^. 

Q.  Was  there  any  cotton  made  that  year  on  the  Tbeliaraar  Onidry  plantationt— 
A.  There  waa. 

Q.  How  many  balea  were  mode  that  year  t — A.  Ican'taay. 

Q.  Huw  many  l)alea  of  cotton  were  uanally  mode  on  aaid  plantation  yearly  I-' 

*  —  ' Tly  from  5  to  10  baleaof  cotton  on  the  place,  bntwe  raiaed  principally 

,  .._    ..e  mude  plenty. 

Q.  How  uinny  hanila  worked  on  that  plantation  prevlonato  the  coming  of  the  Fed- 
eral! t — A.  There  were  three  men  working  constantly ;  there  [were]  also  young  efailil- 
ren,  Oabriel  and  Marcel,  and  sonie  women,  to  wit,  Eat«,  Victoria,  Adrle,  Fille ;  tbtt* 
was  another  woman  named  Nana ;  she  alao  worked  in  the  Iteld  couatantly. 

Q.  How  many  iirDcnts  were  cultivated  that  year,  lH63f— A.  I  can't  state  exaetlj, 
for  that  year  we  did  not  cnltiva^e  all  the  land  inclosed. 

Q.  How  many  acrea  did  you  cultivate  in  cotton  years  previous  1 — A.  I  can't  alat< 
exactly;  it  may  be  about  40  arpents;  we  always  caltivated  plenty  nf  com. 

"    "  iw  uiuoh  cottiin  per  acre  did  that  land  yield  I— A.  Some  portion  of  that  laad 
1  bale,  and  same  H  bale  per  acre. 


le  yearly  fi 


q.  How  u 
yielded  1  ba 


^d  by  Google 


FBEMCH  AHD   AHESICAH  CLAIMH  COHiaSSION.  567 

Q.  Hat««I  yeKTB  mm  was  th«rs  not  another  aoouMtion  bronght  agaiiwt  jon  beaide 
the  ODe  aboTs  allnded  to  f 

(Objouted  to  l)T  ooDDwI  for  the  OoTemment  on  lame  gronndi  horetofore  nrg«d ;  an  - 
Bocnsation  may  be  well  founded,  or  it  ma;  be  ffroQDdlew,  and  the  leoord  of  oouTio- 
tion  and  aentenoii  la  the  only  admjiaible  proof.) 

A.  The  only  one  ie  the  aoonsatloo  brought  against  roe  by  Hr.  Smith  about  a  heUi^r 
that  bad  my  brand. 

().  Do  yon  know  whether  the  cotton  alloded  to  on  the  ThellamaT  Gnfdry  plantation 
waa  aold  or  not  T — A.  I  reoolleet  that  I  banled  &  bales  of  cotton  to  Mr.  Juice  Perrodin, 
th«  claimant ;  I  hauled  it  there  in  a  wagon. 

Q.  le  that  the  cotton  yon  saw  in  that  crib  at  Gnidry's  place  f — A.  I  dimt  know 
whether  it  waa  the  same  cotton  ;  bat  I  know  I  hauled  6  bales  of  cotton  to  claimant's 
place  in  Opelouaas. 

Q.  Do  yon  or  not  know  whether  it  was  the  same  cotton  the  Federals  had  left  abont 
thoir  camps  and  in  the  orib  that  you  hauled  to  olumant'e  as  above  f — A.  I  can't  state. 

Q.  Waaitafterthebattleof Bourbenzyon hanledcottontodaimant'if — A.  Ihanled 
that  cotton  to  claimant's  alter  the  war. 

Q.   Was  there  not  on  Theliamar  Ouidry 'a  plantation  a  house,  oabin,  or  orib  cont^n- 
iug  two  rooma,  which,  together'  ""   "  .......  ....   .. 

40l>ale8  of  cotton  t— A.  There  « 

Q.  Are  you  positive  that  there  was  no  other  cotton  on  tbat  plantation  except  the 
ooltoQ  you  have  allnded  to  I — A  If  there  «  ere  any  other  I  do  not  recolleot ;  it  might 
be ;  th«n  woe  some  there. 

JEAN  PIBBBE  x  KEUBEN. 

Laubxnt  Duprk,  Sptetal  C 

JosKPB  Vaixry,  a  wltaeM  in  liehalf  of  the  United  States,  being  duly  sworn,  and 
being  examined  by  W.  O.  Dene){re,  esq.,  connsel  for  the  Government,  says: 

Hy  name  is  Joseph  Valery,  alias  Aloindor  Daigle ;  I  live  at  Plaqcemine  Brnles,  in 
tbia  pariah  ;  I  am  about  thirty-eiDht  yeara  of  age  ;  I  am  a  laborer  by  occupation  ;  am 
not  related  to  claimant  j  am  not  tntereBt«d  whatever  in  the  result  of  tbia  claim. 

Q.  Are  yon  the  Alcinclor  Daigle  who  htstified  before  Unlt«d  States  Commissioner 
Dupr«,  at  Opelonaai,  and  in  the  suit  of  £ugene  Girand  v.  The  United  States  l~A.  I 

4.  Did  yon  know  Hr.  Hyppollte  Onidryf — A.  1  know  him  well;  he  almost  raised 
me ;  and  1  still  stay  on  bis  place. 

Q.  Were  yon  on  his  plantation  In  the  year  1863,  when  the  Federal  forces  went  to 
bis  plantation  aud  took  thereflvm  the  cotton  which  waa  under  his  gin-bouse f — A.  I 

Q,  Did  yon  see  the  cotton  taken  t — A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  moDV  bales  did  he  have  nnder  bis  sin-bouse  and  which  were  taken  by  the 
Federal  forces  f— A.  I  know  there  was  30  bales  there,  20  of  which  belonged  to  Hr. 
Hyppolite  Guldry,  which  he  aold  to  Hias  Girand;  4  balea  which  belonged  to  Antoine 
Fotenal,  which  ho  (Fotenal)  also  sold  to  Miss  Eugenie  Girsud;  and  4  bales  belouging 
to  Panl  Hubert;  there  may  [have]  been  9ther  cotton  there;  I  am  only  positive  aa  to 
the  30  bales. 

(J.  Yon  stated  in  your  testimony  given  in  Giraud  t».  The  United  States  that  there 
were  exactly  3D  bales  taken  hy  the  Fedeia]  forces,  and  that  yon  had  counted  and  bad 
aacertained  by  that  count  the  exact  nnmber;  is  that  sot — A.  1  hod  counted  this  cot- 
ton some  days  previonsly  ;  there  might  have  been  some  more  under  the  gin. 

Crou-examiued  by  F.  F.  PXRBODIN,  Esq.,  coausel  for  claimant,  witness  says: 
Q.  Do  yon  know  wbetfaer  or  not  the  cotton  of  Paul  Hebert  mentioned  by  you  waa 
eilbcr  aold  to  or  claimed  by  Jules  Perrodin  f — A.  T  do  not  know. 

Q.  At  that  aeaaon  of  ginning  did  you  gin  more  than  thirty  bales  of  cotton  and  be- 
longing to  other  parties  than  those  mentioned  above! — A.  Yes,  sir;  we  ginned  more 
than  that  number  ;  out  gin  waa  the  only  one  in  the  ueigbborbood. 

Q.  Did  you  gin  any  cotton  at  (hat  lime  lor  Valentine  D.  Breauxt — A.  We  ginned 
for  so  many  people  I  can't  remember :  I  know  Hr.  Breaux  used  to  have  his  cotton 
ginned  there. 

Q.  Did  yon  during  said  ginning  aeason  gin  any  cotton  for  Mrs.  Fisher  T — A.  I  do  not 
remember. 

Q.  Were  yon  present  every  time  that  the  Federala  took  cotton  from  aald  pin-houMt 

~A.  I  was  there  only  the  tint  time  tbey  took  cotton  ;  I  got  frightened  and  weut  off. 

Q.  Then  do  yoa  know  poeiliTely  the  qasntity  of  balea  of  cotton  taken  from  laid 

gin  1 — A.  I  do  not  know  ;  1  am  positive  only  aa  to  the  thirty  bales. 

Re-examincd-in-chief : 

Q.  Yoa  have  stated  in  yonr  examination  tbat  a  few  days  befbre  the  t^ins  of  ttif 
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cotton  von  ooDnted  the  bales :  did  jod  coaut  aX\  the  bftlee  th>t  wen  uider  the  ^m- 
hoiiee  I— A.  1  did  uoE. 

Q.  What  oottOQ  did  yoa  caaat  T — A.  I  oonitted  the  32  bklea  m»  I  detailed  »boT*,  and 
the  i  forFonteoHl  aod  the  4  Tor  Hebert. 

Q.  Was  there  aaj  other  coCtou  at  that  time  under  the  gin-bonSF,  ezeept  tboee  Uiiitr 
bales  T — A-  There  might  have  been  aome  more ;  I  did  not  pay  attention. 

Q.  If  theru  bad  b«en  uoy  other  cotton  there  when  yon  made  that  coant.  wonMyoa 
not  have  known  itf-~A  There  had  been  other  cottons  there;  aomecrf  it  had  mm 
baaled  away ;  I  kept  no  acconot  of  it. 

Q.  Had  there  not  been  a  good  many  bales  hauled  away  ftom  that  gin-boves  hrfbti 
the  Federals  came  t— A.  Certainly  there  was. 

U* 
JOSEPH  X  VALEBT. 

LattXkkt  Ddprb,  Sptcial  CommiMtUmer. 

Victoria  Orkew,  a  witness  in  behair  of  the  Oovemment,  belnj;  duly  swon,  and 
being  examined  by  W.  O.  Denegre,  esq.,  coTinsel  for  the  Oovemmeot,  saya : 

My  name  is  VIotoria  Green;  I  nm  over  forty  years  of  age;  I  live  in  tbe  r^'fr*'  of 
Saint  Landry;  I  am  not  related  to  claimant ;  I  am  not  int«reeted  in  tfaeieaoltof  this 

(J.  Did  yon  belong  to  Thelismar  Qnidrr  at  the  time  of  the  wart — A  I  did- 

Q.  Were  yon  on  the  plantation  of  Galdry  when  the  YaDkees  came  to  the  pariah  tha 
&rst  tlmeT— A.  I  was. 

Q,  Were  you  there  when  the  Federals  oame  here  at  the  time  of  the  battle  of  Bayoa 
Bonrbenz  f — A.  I  waa  on  the  plantation  of  Thelismar  Gnidry  then. 

Q.  Did  any  of  tbe  plantation  bands,  men,  women,  and  children,  leave  the  planta- 
tion and  go  away  when  the  Federals  oame  the  first  ^mel — A.  Tea,  air;  Narciae,  Mai- 
oel,  Gabnel,  Kate  and  her  family,  left  with  the  Federals  and  did  not  retnm  to  th« 

Q.  Wbo  remained  on  the  plantation  to  work  I — A.  Jean  Pierre,  one  of  my  nicety 
my  sister,  and  Joeette,  a  malattress,  and  mysell  remained  there. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  if  ootton  was  made  on  the  plautaltou  after  the  Federala  caMebtn 
tbe  first  timef— A.  No;  only  com  was  made  there;  if  any  cotton  was  uada  Hwai 
after  I  hail  left  there. 

Q.  Did  yon  leavebeforeorafterthe  battleof  Bonrbeaif— A.  Ileflaftersaidhatlhh 

<j.  Do  you  know  in  what  month  cotton  is  aotnally  planted  I — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  How  many  cribs  were  ou  Qnidry's  plantation  f — A.  One  oom.crib  and  a  oottoa- 
orlb. 

Q.  Did  tbe  Federals,  when  they  oame  there  the  first  time,  deatroy  any  fencing  m 
tbe  placet — A.  Tfaey  stripped  the  place  completely. 

Q.  Wliat  become  of  Anguslin  Dominique  after  tbe  Federals  came  here  tbe  fltM 
time;  did  he  stay  in  the  place  or  did  he  go  with  tbeml — A.  Augnstin  Dominique  left 
tiie  plaoH,  bnt  did  not  follow  the  Federals;  ha  went  a  few  miles  from  tbera. 

Cross-examined  by  P.  F.  Pkrrodin,  Esq.,  connsel  for  claimant,  wltnesa  sayi: 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  whether  at  the  time  the  Federals  came  to  Gnidry's  plantattoo 
there  was  any  cotton  on  said  plantation  in  the  seed  t — A.  Yes,  there  was  some;  tbtn 
was  a  crib  not  qnite  fnll. 

Q.  What  was  the  usual  average  of  boles  of  ootton  made  on  the  plantation  of  Tbe- 
lisniar  Guidryt — A.  I  can't  well  state;  at  one  time  ten  bales  of  ootton  w«e  mate 

(J.  In  what  month  was  it  that  the  Federal  army  ci 

<}.  At  what  season  of  tbe  year  was  ItT — A.  It  was 
can't  say  whether  in  fall  or  in  spring. 

Q,  In  what  year  was  itt — A.  I  can't  say. 

Q.  How  old  are  yon  1  — A.  Over  40  years  old. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  there  was  no  other  cotton  on  saiil  plantation  except  the  cottM 
you  saw  in  the  crib  t — A.  There  was  no  other  cotton  except  what  was  in  tbe  crilk 

Q.  Yon  say  yon  left  there;  where  did  yoo  go  tot — A.  1  went  to  stay  at  Mr.  Jostpk 
Angnste  Glildry,  with  my  husband. 

Q.  What  became  of  the  cotton  yon  saw  in  that  crib  t— A.  The  Federals  waatid  il: 
they  Dsed  It  to  make  mattresses  for  their  sick. 

Q.  Did  they  take  that  cotton  when  they  were  advancing  npon  the  town  of  Opr- 
lousas,  or  retreating  tma  it  I—A.  They  took  it  while  they  were  advancing  npoo  ib« 
town  of  OpeloQsas. 

Q.  Was  that  ootton  token  at  the  time  of  the  battle  of  Bayou  Bonrbeai  t — A.  Il  vu 
taken  before  tbe  bottle  of  Bonrbeni. 

Q.  Are  yon  positive  there  was  no  cotton  in  the  dwellinK-honse  of  Hra.  Gni^. 
either  In  the  loft  or  some  other  place  t — A.  The  cotton  was  always  placed  in  the  col- 
ton-bonse. 
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Q.  Do  70D  or  do  yon  not  know  wbether  tbttt  ootton  was  sold  I — A.  I  ouinot  state. 
Q.  Do  f  OQ  koow  bow  lami;  pounds  of  cotton  in  tb«  seed  it  tahaa  to  wake  one  luls 
of  cotton  t — A.  I  do  not  know. 


Laurbmt  Dcpre,  Special  Commiitioner. 

JuLxs  Fbrrodin,  clslni>iit  berein,  being  dnly  awom,  and  being  exaniiied  on  be- 
half of  the  QovemmuDt  by  W.  O.  Deoegre,  caq. ,  sayii : 

iSj  name  is  Jules  Peirodin ;  I  am  the  olaimanl  in  this  oaae. 

Q.  Were  yna  well  Boqusinted  with  Theodore  TaladeT — A.  Yes.Bir. 

Q.  Were  you  intinialely  acquainted  with  him  f — A.  I  was. 

Q.  Did  voQ  ever  engage  in  uny  ioiut  cotton  tranitaction  with  hlni  T — A.  No,  air. 

q.  WanheeverinyouremployT— A.  He  was. 

(J.  C^n  jon  tell  ns  what  period  of  time  that  employment  covered  T — A.  From  aboat 
ia»l  \o  \em,  about  12  or  14  montha. 

q.  Tell  as,  with  about  as  niach  precision  as  jou  can,  aboat  what  time  that  employ' 
mcnt  ended  T — A.  He  ceased  being  in  lay  employment  after  the  capture  of  New  Orleans 
by  the  Federals. 

q.  Did  not  tbe  Federals  take  ootton  on  Yalade's  plantation ;  T  mean,  is  It  not  to 
yonr  knowledge  that  tbey  took  eotton  there  in  lB63i — A.  1  know  it  through  Valade, 
wbo  eoinmoDioated  it  to  me  through  an  officer  in  the  United  Stataa  Army. 

Q.  Is  it  to  yonr  kuowledge  that  the  Federal  officer  who  took  the  cotton  on  Talade** 
plantation  gave  Valade  a  receipt  for  that  cottonT — A.  Valade  simply  wrote  to  ma 
that  tbe  Federals  had  t«ken  all  the  cotton  on  bis  plantation;  his  cotton  as  well  aa 

Q.  How  long  after  the  taking  of  that  ootton,  to  the  best  of  yonr  reoolleotion,  was 
it  that  you  saw  Valade  I — A.  After  the  retreat  of  the  Federal  foreea. 

Q.  Can  yon  give  us  an  Idea  about  what  length  of  time  that  waaT — A.  8onM  daya 
aflcrwardS; 

a<l- p 

B  plantation  I — A.  I  cannot  state  poutively  n 
a  rnceipi.  lor  nis  ootton ;  J  don't  think  he  did, 

Q.  Tbeu,  If  I  nnderstand  you  right,  Valade  hi maelf  never  Informed  yon  of  bis  hav- 
ing obtained  a  receipt  from  tbe  Federal  officer  T — A.  1  bave  no  reeoUeetion. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  tne  name  of  the  Federal  officer  who  took  tbe  cotton  on  Valade'a 
ptaceT — A.  I  think  bis  name  was  Pope. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  apply  to  him  fbr  a  receipt  for  yoor  ootton  which  was  on  Valade's 
plantation  T — A.  I  did  not  apply  to  that  officer;  I  applied  to  Colonel  Sargent,  who 
gave  me  a  receipt  for  315  bales. 

Q.  Is  it  to  your  knowledge  that  a  receipt  was  given  to  Valade  for  all  the  ootton  h« 
had  on  Bis  plantation  ;  I  mean,  has  tbe  knowledge  of  that  fact  ever  been  made  known 
.....  J  reoolleotion. 


to  Vslade  for  the  cotton  taken  on  his  plantation  in  tbe  year  196J,  in  the  month  of  Hay  t 
I  would  be  obliged  to  yon  if  yon  would  r* ad  it;  It  will  no  doubt  be  a  enrprise  to  you. 
1  think  it  will  be  ooncliwively  proved  I17  the  receipt  that  Valade  received  payment 
for  .\onr  cottons.— A.  I  have  read  and  examined  the  photographic  copy  of  the  receipt 
exhibited  to  me,  and  I  recognized  Valade's  handwriting  and  signature. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  »c6  that  receipt  before  T— A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Valade  protected  hie  friend  Laugbland  to  tbe  extent  of  74  bales;  bis  friend 
B6ne  Lnberie  to  tbe  extent  of  24  bales,  and  blmwlf,  a  French  snbjeot,  to  the  estent 
ol  M  bales;  considering  the  intimate  relatione  that  exiiit«<l  between  yon,  was  it  not 
an  nngracioua  act  an  bis  part  to  have  protect«d  those  gentlemen  and  not  to  have  pro- 
tected yon  f — A.  Valade  bad  bought  the  cotton  of  Laugbland  and  Laberie  for  them ; 
be  bad  avt  bonght  my  cotton ;  he  was  not  charged  in  any  manner  with  tbe  keeping 
of  my  cotton ;  it  was  at  his  place  at  my  risk  ami  peril. 

Q.  Vnlade  received  payment  for  all  tbe  cotton  that  was  seized  and  taken  away  from 
his  plantation  ;  did  be  ever,  at  any  time,  offer  to  pay  you  for  the  bales  of  cotton  which 
yon  owned  00  b'la  plBntatii>u  I— A.  Never  did. 

Q.  How  many  bales  of  cotton  did  you  have  on  Valade's  plantation  when  the  Fed- 
erals made  tbe  seizure  and  took  cottons  from  there  T— A.  I  had  seventeen  bales  as  per 
Sargent's  receipt. 

Q.  Yon  were  paid  for  those  seventeen  baleit,  were  you  not  T — A.  I  was. 

(Tbe  photogi«phio  receipt,  above  alluded  to,  as  explanatory  of  tbe  whole  trans- 
action, so  far  as  Valade  Is  concerned,  ia  now  offbred  in  evidence  by  the  oonnsel  for 
Government,  marked  Exhibit  A.) 


^d  by  Google 
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I.  tlM  DndeiaiKii«d,  do  heivliy  certify  tbftt  I  Ii»Te  thia  dky  tftken  Ear  th«  nae  of  Um 
Ualted  8tsl«*  OoTonimeDt  from  Theodore  Tklkde*!  plsaUtloa  169  bmltm  of  ooHod. 
Hay  %  1863. 

C.  W.  C.  BH0U>E8, 
l«l  Lt.  Co.  E,  41*1  jr.  r.,  /or  at  PrvMrt-Jfdnbl. 

BdH. 

Belonging  b>  0.  L,  Laoffhluid J4 

BelonKlng  to  Pierre  Laberie M 

BolODging  to  nie,  Theodore  Talade,  French  anl^eot M 

Total la 

T.  TAI.ADE. 


T.  TALADE. 


CroaB-ezamined  by  F.  F.  PuKSODiir,  oonnael  for  elaimant: 

a.  Ii  the  bale  of  cotton,  which  yon  claim  and  which  yon  bonsht  of  Lonia  Halreai 
nded  in  the  lot  of  cotti^n  taken  trom  the  Valade  plantation! — A.  No,  air. 

Q.  From  what  place  waa  that  bale  uf  cotton  t^en  f — A.  From  the  plaoe  of  Wide* 
Baptiat«  Malvaan,  whoae  maiden  name  waa  Theotiate  Elaprit. 

Q,  Did  yon  linow  Theliamar  Onidry  well  and  Intimately  T — A.  I  knew  him  well  aol 
intimately. 

Q.  What  waa  the  ayerage  numlier  of  halve  of  cotton  raited  by  aaid  Onldiy  on  Ui 
plaotatioD  op  to  the  y^ar  1S63 1— A.  About  35  to  40  balaa,  on  an  avera^  yaviy. 

Q.  Arejonacquainted with  Jran Pierre KeubenT— A.  Yea;  HiamemMroaTingnen 
him  as  a  slaTe  of  ThelUmar  Onidry'e. 

Q.  Do  yoa  know  hia  geoeral  repntation  for  tratb  and  veracity  T — A.  His  genanl 
reputation  fur  tmth  and  versolly  la  bad. 

Be- examined- in-chief  by  connsel  for  the  Qorernment,  witnen  sa^ : 

Q.  You  have  always  resided  In  Opelousas,  have  you  notf — A.  Yea;  here  andii 
Orand  Cotean;  1  have  been  regiding  iu  OpeloaHSBince  I8v6. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  rewde  anywhere  in  Beubea's  neighborhood  T — A.  I  lived  in  Otasd 
Cotean,  which  was  near  where  Eenben  ItTsd. 

Q.  Did  Beuben  acqnire  that  bad  repntation  for  Irnth  andTeracity  ainceUGeiaT 
prior  thereto  t— A.  He  acqaired  it  after  that, 

Q.  Then  you  have  been  residing  in  Opelousas  since  be  acquired  that  bad  npata- 
tlont — A.  I  hare  been  living  here  in  Opelousas  since  tbeii  ;  yea, 

Q.  Did  f  oil  hear  of  bis  bad  reputation  here,  in  Opelousaa,  or  did  yoa  hear  of  it  ii 
the  neighborhood  where  he  resides  T — A.  Here  in  Opelonoaa. 

Q.  What  waa  VAlade's  reputation  while  he  waa  residiug  intbiaoommnnity  for  truth 
and  honesty  T — A.  His  reputation  as  anch  was  good ;  he  liked  to  do  good  and  to  ru- 
der aerrlceB. 

J.  f  ERBODIM. 

Ladrknt  Duprx,  Special  Comtniuiontr. 

Mrs.  Cokbtamcb  Gdidry,  widow  of  Thelismar  Gaidry,  decaaaed,  a  witaeMODl)*- 
half  of  the  clsimant,  being  duly  awom,  and  being  eiamiood  by  F.  r.  Perrodtn, eaq.. 
couDsel  for  the  claimant,  aaya:  My  name  li  Constance  Onidry;  1  am  the  widnw  »f 
Thelismar  Guidry,  and  have  previoualy  teetltled  in  thia  case  on  behalf  of  claiMinl 
before  Commissioner  Dnpre. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Jean  Pierre  Heaben  I — A.  He  waa  my  slave. 

Q.  Do  you  know  hii  general  reputation  fbr  tmth  and  veracity  f — A,  Ido;  heweoU 
tell  a  lie  aa  quick  aa  the  truth,  nut  knowing  the  importance  to  be  attached  to  thawL 

Q.  Was  the  cotton  cold  by  your  bnaband  to  Mr.  Perrodin,  aa  detailed byyon.uJ 
taken  by  Uie  Federals,  contained  in  one  houae  or  more  t — A.  It  waa  contained  la  Iws 

Q.  State  whether  at  that  period  Jean  Pierre  Beaben  waa  not,  If  not  all  the  tigWi 
moat  of  the  time,  in  the  army  with  his  master  t— A.  Since  the  year  ISSS  Jean  Ffttit 
Beaben  waa  always  in  tbe  army  witti  bia  matter.  •    .,  ' 
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Q.  Jemn  Pierre  Beaben  testified  that  there  nerer  was  more  thui  from  6  to  10  IwlM 
of  oottoD  nmde  b;  fonrhDsband  jeArlyoD  lili  plBtitktlOD;  lathatkfkott — A.  Bewa* 
fkT  from  riftht ;  ire  m>de  BDDiiftllf  trom  16  to  34  bales. 

Q.  Do  yoQ  recollect  how  inaoy  bales  yoQ  ni*de  in  the  yean  IB6S  and  1863,  respeet- 
Irely  T — k.  Aboat  the  nnmber  I  have  iuM  stated. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  how  mnch  oottun  there  was  OD  yont  plaatatlon  when  tlie  Federal* 
took  itf— A.  We  estimated  the  amoaat  of  cotton  then  at  ftom  40  to  45  bales. 

Q,  This  was,  then,  the  orop  of  two  yean  T — A.  It  was. 

CroM-ezaiiuned  by  W.  O.  DKincaBK,  oonnsel  for  the  OoTemment,  wltoua  says : 

Q.  I  nnderatand  from  yon  that  yon  oooaidar  B«nben  to  be  too  stupid  to  dlstiuKnUtt 
the  dtlleieaoe  between  txnth  and  nDtrntliT — A.  Ididetataso;  I  am  positive  of  ft. 

Q.  Is  he  not  an  IndoBtrions  and  KeoentUy  thrifty  neero  t — A.  Aa  well  as  1  am  in- 
formed he  is  ahard-frorklngnegro,  bat  drinka  a  gnat  deal. 

Q.  Do  yon  own  the  Thellamar  OaldiT  plantation  at  the  preasnt  time  T — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Does  not  Eeoben  own  a  part  of  tOM  plantation  at  the  present  moment  f — A.  I 
think  be  owns  a  few  aeres  of  il  now ;  I  do  not  know  it  positively. 

Q.  Are  job  nlated  to  Mr.  PerrodlD  t — A.  I  am  not. 

Q.  Are  joa  related  to  hia  wife  1 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  live  in  hia  family  I — A.  No :  I  do  not. 

1j.  At  what  time  la  votton  generally  planted  in  this  oonntry  t — A.  GenentUy  In  the 
month  of  April,  and  il  Is  gathered  from  Aognat  to  December,  and  somatimes  even  In 
the  month  of  Jannaiy. 

CONSTANCE  GUIDBT. 

[SEAI.]    IiAUKKKT  DuFM.  Special  CommUtiontr. 


Jui^esPkbrodik 
Tax  Umitvd  Statbb. 


Flltd  April  31 

y  No.  90. 


jiaboveoaseinbebalfofclaimant,thla  80th  day 

W.  0.  DENEORE, 
Spatial  Cmmael  United  3l«tM. 
F.  F.  PERRODIN, 
JHorneg  far  PUUnHf. 

United  States  of  America,  State  of  Lonieiana,  pariah  of  Saint  Landry. 

JULXS  PXKBODIH 


:ish  of 

t  of  coansel  hereto  an- 

n  the  aoth  day  of  April, 

KToo,  1^  i«&«  vuo  LBebJiuuiiy  VI  iim.  \^ouiiukuco  uuiuiy,  widow  of  Theliaroar  (inidry,  diH 
ceftsed,  a  witoeaa  called  on  behalf  of  claimant;  W.  O.  Denegre,  esq.,  special  ooanBel. 
appearing  on  behalf  of  the  Oovernment,  andF.  F.  Perrodin,  esq.,  appeaTing  aa  counsel 
for  claimuit. 

I  further  certify  that  before  proceeding  to  the  examination  of  said  witness,  that 
Blie  waa  duly  sworn  ;  that  in  the  eiamtualion  of  said  witness  the  snswen  were  taken 
down  in  her  preaenoe  ;  that  the  same  waa  read  over  to  and  was  signed  by  said  wit- 
In  faith  whereof  I  have  hereunto  signed  my  name  and  affixed  my  official  seal  this 
aoth  day  of  April,  A.  D.  18B3. 
[UAI.]  LAURENT  DUPR£, 

.Speoiai  Committiotur,    , 

.>ogle 
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JDLXS  FBRKODDI        1 

The  Unitbd  Statks.  1 


TMtimoDy  t&kea  at  Opelonus,  La.,  April  90, 1883,  in  behalf  of  oUimaat,  br 
•graemaiit,  W.  0.  Dtntgn,  eaq.,  »ppe»Ting  on  b«baJf  of  the  OoreniiiwDl,  aad  F.  F. 
I^rrudiD,  Mq.,  on  bebali  in  olaimuit. 


a  I  hkd  KODc  home  Itfluhed  apon  mj  mind,  mad  I  waaabsol 

"    "        • ^     ■      -  It  my  ftSdKTH 

r,  woaU  be  n- 


forreil  to,  I  did  Dot  deei.     .  ,  ,  , 

error  in  mj  teitiinony  ooaBiated  in  my  Btating  that  ire  made  annniSly  from  eirtteN 
to  twenty-fouror  tweoty-eight  belm  of  ootlon,  when,  in  faot,  I  *m  poaitlve  uat «■ 
made  mure  cotton  than  above  atated ;  I  had  annTered  that  queetion  earalMdr ;  I  •»■ 
reaffirm  all  the  statements  made  by  meinmyaflBdaTlt  taken  before  John  F.  Hvcnc''' 
and  alao  all  the  ntatementa  contained  in  my  proTlona  toitlumiT  RiveD  in  thia  eaaa. 

COltSTANCE  OinDBT. 
Ladrent  Dupbk, 


DOOUUESTABT  ETIDEHCE  FROM  FBElfCH  AGENT. 

FUtd  Mat  f,  IBBS. 
Jules  Pxrsodin     ) 

tr.  \  No.  M. 

The  UnTBD  States^) 


BrqufttoJUe. 

United  States  Conrt  of  Clainu. 

n  of  tbe  oonrt: 
w  the  net  pro 

_  ^ „    ,        „  inirom  thnpoweeaion  of  tbeolainant,! 

IFtancb  aiibjeot,  domiciled  in  the  pariah  of  Saint  Landry,  in  tbe  State  of  Loaiuoi, 
by  the  officTe  and  Army  of  Oie  United  States,  dnrine  the  year*  1863  and  1864. 

Ou  the  trial  the  slaimant  abandoned  tbe  ingar  and  18  bales  of  the  cotton  claimed 
In  the  petition,  and  now  aslLBjadgmeiit  for  only  349  bale*  of  cotton. 

Tbe  proof  est* bli shea  the  fact  that  claimtuit  isaanbJectofPnnoe,  and  Oiatdnriiig 
the  late  war  hia  oondnol  as  a  foreizner  resident  In  thia  ooaotr*  waa  nnexecptloaabk 

There  is  no  dispute  as  to  his  right  to  recover  tbe  proceeds  of  315  bales.  ThisniiKli 
is  admitted  by  the  Assistant  Attomey-Oeneral,  and  tbeproof  folly  jnstlBes  tbe  admit- 

The  315  bales  for  which  it  is  admitted  JudnroeDt  ongbt  to  be  entered  are  insioM 
within  the  body  of  Col.  L.  D.  Sargent's  receipt,  wblcD  pnrporte  to  contain  a  list  >r 
cotton  belonging  to  the  claimant,  and  which  waa  token  for  aoooant  of  t^e  Onilid 
Statea  np  to  tbs  16th  of  May,  1863. 

Appended  to  Sargent's  receipt,  and  constituting  a  part  of  it,  is  the  following  «&!*- 

"  Also  7  bales  nf  cotton,  taken  at  the  parish  at  Saint  Landry,  Looiaiana,  on  or  aboel 
Uay  1,  186.1,  by  iifHuersandsoldtereof  the  Fortyflist  Kegtmeut  of  Maaitachiuett*  Is- 
fantry— marked  3  bales.  J.  P.;  1  bale,  U.  J.  P.;  4  balea,  J.  A.  U.— tbe  property  of  J  sin 
Perrodia,  taken  from  F.  Valade,  and  [  who]  held  poasesdoo  of  It  for  Uona.  Jn)«i  Fsr- 

On  this  monorandani  receipt  and  other  evidence  in  tbe  reoord,  we  find  tbe  cIwb- 
ant's  title  to  the  above-men tiooed  7  bales,  as  well  as  thuit  eeimro,  fnlly  made  ont 

Of  the  342  bales  claimed  there  remain  only  20  which  have  not  boen  shown  to  btloM 
to  the  claimant.    And  it  islnsiated  that  theownerahipand  seiiareof  7ni  "    '"' 
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>t  Hr.  GTsdeniyo'a  gin,  and  banled  by  witusw  and  others,  with  other  ootton,  to  the 
Widow  Halveanx'a  plantktion.  Some  of  thia  cotton  was  hftaled  for  Soathem  Hftl- 
veaax  and  M>mB  for  the  Widow  HalveaaL  How  mnch  for  each  the  witnem  is  uakble 
to  state,  bat  he  swears  there  wrre  15  bales  ia  alL 

Theoftore  Valade  oorroborates  the  above  statement,  and  prove*  that  he  had  ia  his 
poasessioo,  aboot  the  same  time,  10  bates  boogbt  by  olaimanl  from  the  widow  Bte. 
UalvRaDz,  aod  4  haJea  from  Boethem  Halveauz,  makloK  14,  which  were  aeiied  by 
Lieotenant  Rbodea,  Forty-flrat  Haasachaselts,  In  Hay,  laS). 

Ou  the  foregoing  evidence  we  find  the  olaimanrs  title  to  the  14  bales  above  re- 
ferred to  folly  established,  and  that  they  were  also  letied  by  an  officer  of  the  United 
States  at  that  time  oharged  with  the  duty  of  collecting  abandoDed  and  oaptared  oot- 

The  ownership  aiid  snisore  of  336  halee  beiue  pntren.  It  only  remaiua  to  determine 
whether  t  he  prooeeda  of  their  sale  reaohed  the  Treasury. 

Colonel&argentisahown  to  have  belocKod  to  the  Forty-first  Uassaohasettslnfautry, 
aod  at  the  time  of  the  above-mentioned  Iransaotioos  to  have  been  provost-marshal  at 
Opelnnaaa,  in  the  parish  of  Saiot  Landty.  He  waa  charsed,  by  ordeie  of  the  com- 
manding general,  with  the  duty  of  c«IIectiDg  all  the  valuable  pnidiioe  of  the  country 
in  Ihat  distiiot,  and  directed  ta  deliver  them  at  Barn's  Landiag  to  the  United  States 
qoartermast^r.  Lieutenant  Bbodes  belonged  to  the  same  regiment  and  was  oharged 
with  the  same  duty.  The  claimant's  cotton  was  all  hanled  to  Barre's  Lauding,  and 
there  commingled  with  other  cottons  and  the  while  shipped  to  New  Orleans,  where  it 
was  turned  over  to  Col.  S.  B.  Holablrd,  who  sold  a  portion  of  it  in  New  Orleans 
and  accounted  to  the  Treasury  for  the  proceeds,  and  forwarded  the  balance  to  New 
York  and  Boston,  where  it  was  sold  and  the  proceeds  paid  into  the  Treasury. 

The  cotton  sold  by  Holahird  in  the  spring  of  IB63  in  New  Orleans,  and  that  which 
was  sold  in  New  York  and  in  Boston,  appear  tn  have  bronght  different  prices  at  the 
different  points  of  sale,  and  the  claimant  insists  that  the  average  of  the  sales  at  these 


three  places  should  constitute  the  price  per  bale  at  which  he  is  entitled  t- ... 

Heretofore,  in  Baler's  oaee  (4  Ct.  Cls.  R.,  372],  and  in  Lapene  &.  Forre'a  case  (6  Ct. 
CIs.  R.,  363),  we  have  held  that  when  the  olaimant  was  able  to  trace  his  cotton  into 
the  hands  of  the  quartermaster  at  New  Orleans  and  uo  Airther,  the  average  price  of 
all  cotton  sold  there  shonld  conatitnle  the  prioe  per  bate  at  which  he  was  entitled  to 

lu  this  case  it  is  impossible  to  tell  with  certainty  from  the  record  before  us  whether 
the  claimant's  cotton  waa  sold  in  New  Orleans,  Boston,  or  New  York,  and,  therefore, 
we  feel  bonnd  by  our  fiinuer  decisions,  and  hold  that  the  claicnant  is  entitled  to  re- 
cover the  net  proceeds  uf  336  bales  of  cotton,  at  |192  per  bale,  amounting  to  |64,51U, 
for  which  Judgment  will  be  entered. 


NOTICE  OF  WITHDBAWAL  OF  PABT  OF  THE  CLAIM  BY  PEENCH  AGENT. 

IfMtd  Mag  S8,  1883. 

FiRRonnf  > 

«.  }  No.  90. 

Thx  Uritbd  STi.TBa.  ) 

Wabbinotom,  JTiiir  S8, 1883. 


ant  when  making  estimation  of  his  losses  at  the  time  of  said  a 

The  part  of  the  memorial  referred  to  falls  under  the  provfaloii  of  Article  n  of  the 
treaty  of  IH^  as  interpreted  by  a  diplomatic  arrangemeot  onder  the  dalai  of  17-21 
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DEPOSITIOIJa 

Uled  June  39,  1883. 
Jcuts  Pebbodik     ) 

V.  }  No.  90. 

Thk  Unitkd  States.  ) 

Id  the  ftbove-entitUd  oauae  the  coamiel  for  tli6  olainuwit  uid  for  tbe  tJaitod  SUtM 
i^jooil  to  take  tbe  depositloni  of  the  witoeases  herelnaner  nuned,  before  tbe  ODder- 
aiKoed  notary  andnpecial  oommiasioaer; on  IhfaSSddayof  Jane,  1S63;  F.F.  Penodii 
for  claimant,  and  W.  O.  Deuegre  for  the  Uni  ted  SUtea, 

Thbodore  D.  Ealcoubt,  being  dnly  awom  on  the  part  of  tlw  claimant,  depoMtk 
and  aajs: 

Question.  What  ia  joar  name,  age,  and  ooDapatton,  and  where  do  yon  raade  I— 
Ananet.  My  name  Is  Theodore  D.Kalonnrt;  I  am  flPty-five  yean  of  age;  I  am  i 
planter  Biace  1855 ;  I  reside  near  Qraud  Colean,  in  tbe  ^arlsb  of  Saint  Landiy ;  I  •■ 
not  related  to  claimant;  I  have  no  Interest  in  this  olaim,  and  I  am  not  agent  ortt- 
torney  for  ellhet  of  the  parties. 

Q.  Have  yon  known  TheleBmar  Ooidry,  and  were  yon,  or  not,  a  nsar  netghbof  of 
his  before  and  after  the  late  war  I — A.  Tes;  living  abont  11  miles  from  bin. 

Q.  At  tbe  beginning  of  the  war  did  yon  [knowf  whether  said  Qnidry  had  any  cot- 
ton on  bis  plantation ;  and,  if  any,  bow  mnch  T — A.  In  lOBO  be  had  a  onb  fiill,  which. 
in  my  spiDion,  contained  from  eighteen  to  twenty  bain  of  cotton,  beridaa  a  gaUeT 
attached  to  his  com-crib  before  the  ending  of  thepioklngof  the  crop;  Mr.  OnLliT 
told  me  be  had  from  foar  to  five  balea  of  ootton  in  tlut  gallery. 

Q.  After  that  period  did  said  Gnidry  conlinne  to  make  cotton  T — A.  Tw. 

Q.  Can  yon  tell  of  your  own  knowledge  or  by  comparlaon  the  itEaof  Uwoottno-aib 
above  allnded  to  by  yoa  T — A.  I  do  not  think  from  my  reeoUeetion  of  it  that  the  oib 
oonld  have  containeil  less  tban  eighteen  or  twenty  balea. 

Q.  What  was  tbe  average  oiop  of  cotton  made  by  yontMlf  np  to  the  tine  of  tbi 
warT— A.  From  VS£t  to  18^  I  made  62  balea  of  400  ponnds  each. 

Q.  Did  said  Qaidry  enltivate  abont  the  aame  qnuility  of  land  and  with  aboat  tlu 
same  force  as  yon  did  T — A.  Qnidiv'a  land  was  somewhat  superior  to  mine  in  futilitT, 
there  being  a  good  deal  of  white  land  In  mine,  and  onr  laboring  foroea  ware  dw? 

q.  Were  the  aropa  of  1360  and  1B61  shipped  or  placed  on  market  or  k^t  at  b 
farmers T — A.  Before  the  war  tbe  oropa  w-™"  i-.iAi,,  •t.inniui  Ka«._  .-_....  ~*  < 
lowlueyear,  bnt  thocropi     '•"""       '  "-^ 

Q.  Do  yon  know  Jean  P 

S.  Slate,  witbont  prejndice,  bis  seueral  reputation  with  regard  to  truth,  vsiaeiq, 
oompeteuoy  as  a  witnosst— A.  If  I  were  on  a  jury  and  be  was  a  witnesmi  tb« 
trial  of  a  case  I  would  attach  no  importance  to  his  testimony,  as  he  wonld  cwaai  m 
muoh  to  a  lie  as  to  tbe  tmth. 

Cross-examined  by  W.  O.  Denegre,  speoial  connsel  for  the  United  States : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  go  on  Tbeiesmai  Goldiy's  plaoe  and  ascertain  the  onblo  ovntaati 
of  tbe  cotton-orib  by  actual  measniement  f — A.  No,  sir;  bnt  fh>m  honaeaon  my  own 
place  I  indge  abont  what  those  buildings  of  Thelesmar's  oonld  contain. 

Q.  Did  not  the  quantity  of  ootton  nu^e  liefore  tbe  war  and  even  dnoe  depend  s 
good  deal  on  the  personal  qualities  of  the  plantar,  and  the  amoout  of  ludnAy  sod 
energy  and  Judgment  displayed  by  him  In  lus  management  of  his  plantation  1—L  II 
did,  sir. 

Q.  Have  yon  not  seen  planters  working  a  moderate  force  make  mora  ootton  tkifl 
others  working  double  their  force  t— A.  ita ;  bnt  very  ofton  it  wonld  depend  on  tbt 
land. 

Q.  What  was  abont  the  a' 
before  the  war ;  I  speak  of 
half  to  three-quarters  of  a  bale  to  the  acre. 

Q.  Was  not  Mr.  T.  Gnidry,  Just  prior  to  the  war  and  during  the  war,  mneh  addidtd 
to  the  use  of  Intoxicating  UqnoiaT— A.  He  did,  sir;  the  yean  1869,  1860,  aad  ltd 
were  extraordinary  years  for  ootton;  they  were  not  good  for  earn  thongh;  tbsy  oen 

Q.  What  was  abont  the  average  weight  of  ootton  in  your  neighborhood  pst  bil* 

prior  to  and  np  to  the  time  of  the  war  t— A.  Tbe  average  was  aboat  400  poniwa 

6.  When  did  the  war  commenoe  t— A.  Abont  tbe  month  of  April,  186L 

Q.  Yon  say  that  planters  almost  nniveiaally  kept  their  cotton,  the  givwth  of  Ibi 

enps  of  1860  and  Idfll,  on  their  plantations ;  did  not  that  depend  a  good  deal  on  Ik* 

ftdranees  which  had  been  made  to  tliem  by  their  cotton  footont — A.  No,  rir)  HwM 


I  lODU  ana  icoi  snippen  or  pjacea  on  marm  or  nms  as  ncmie  dt 
le  war  tbe  crops  were  haioly  shipped  before  qinng  of  ths  fu- 
raps  of  1860  and  1661  were  kept  at  nome  on  aooonnt  of  the  mi. 
n  Pierre Rabieni — A.  Ido;  and  bave  knownhimainoeabo;. 


FRENCH   AND   AHEBICAN   CLAlHU   COHMIB8IOH.  675 

tbe  geacral  nuge  before  the  wftr  not  to  ship  before  Hkroh  Mid  Mb;  of  tbe  ja^r  tal- 
]owuig  the  orop. 

Q.  i)o  ;oa  mean  to  say  that  the  ootton  pJanter  who  was  indebted  to  hia  f^tor  in 
New  OrleaDB  held  back  the  cotton  for  fooi  or  five  moatba  after  it  had  l>een  haled  T — 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  the  aettliua  time  waa  between  tbe  let  of  March  and  the  lat  of  Ha;. 

Q.  What  qnantity  ofcorn  did  youhave  on  hand  in  Aptii,  IPttSI— A.  1  had  between 
40  and  45  btJee ;  tODie  12  balea  of  my  ootton  were  taken,  and  tbe  reaiduo  of  my  orop  I 
diapoeed  of  after  tbe  war. 

<].  Did  yoa  n«ver  bear  of  anv  planten  dlapoaing  of  their  eropa  in  lH6L  and  19SStt — 
A.  I  did  not. 

<).  Who  owDa  the  Tlieleamar  Qaidry  place  at  thla  lime  I — A.  A  Hr.  Andma;  he 
bought  it  a  year  or  two  ago. 

Q.  When  did  It  go  out  of  the  poeaeaaion  and  owaerahip  of  T.  Quidry  or  bia  beiiet— 
A.  Some  three,  fbur,  or  Ave  years  ago. 

Q.  Were  yon  iu  Ibe  war  f — A.  I  was  in  the  army,  and  went  in  there  eone  time  in 
Jone,  1964. 

Q.  Were  yon  not  oonneoted  with  the  army  prior  te  that  time  T — A.  No ;  except  In 
tbe  militia. 

Q.  Were  yon  not  liring  in  Opeloaaaa  or  Qrand  Ooteaa  in  lB63f— A.  No ;  I  waa  liv- 

Q.  Were  yon  made  a  prlaonerby  either  the  Confederatea  or  theFederala;  if  ao,  when 
and  how  long  and  where  were  yon  detained  I — A.  I  waa  made  a  priaoner ;  1  waa  taken 
at  my  bonae  aa  a  aimple  oitiaen  by  the  Federala;  waatakeo-to  NevOrleana;  thiawaa 
the  15th  October,  1663,  and  I  waa  reieaeed  the  aame  year  on  the  eve  of  Chriatmaa. 
Be-examined  by  Mr.  PkkbOteM  : 

Q.  When  yon  stated  on  otoaa-examination  that  yon  never  knew  of  any  farmer  dia- 

podng  of  bla  crop  during  f- .uon  —  j  ..^.    j .u-.  ....; 

not  plaoed  npon  the  marki 
aold  in  the  oonntiy  here. 

TH.  D.  KALCOURT. 


JuLKfl  Petblim,  a  witness  on  behalf  of  tbe  United  States  Qoyemment,  being  duly 
a  worn,  depoaea: 

My  name  la  Jnlee  Pelelin ;  I  am  a  merchant  in  Grand  Cotean ;  I  am  twenty-eight 
years  of  age. 

Qpeafion.  Do  yon  know  a  colored  man  named  Jean  Pierre  Renben,  formerly  a  alave 
of  Tbeleemar  Onidry,  and  now  residing  near  the  old  plantation  or  on  a  part  of  Itf — 
Anawec.  I  know  him. 

Q.  How  long  have  yon  known  himT — A.  Some  seven  or  eight  years. 

^.  How  did  you  make  bis  aeqaaintaneeT— A.  By  seeing  him  In  the  atoce  in  whtoh 
I  was  employed;  I  have  always  beard  him  spoken  of  as  a  good  costomer,  and  as  one 
who  paid  hla  bills. 

Q.  Is  he  not  a  thrifty  and  indnstrions  man  t — A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  how  fhr  hia  plaoe  is  ftom  Grand  Cotean,  whan  yonieaideT — A, 
Some  4  or  6  miles. 

Q.  Does  be  not  own  tbe  land,  or  ia  he  not  repnted  to  own  the  land,  which  he  oaltl- 
vatest — A.  I  oonid  not  exactly  tell. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  affecting  the  good  oharaoter,  lepntaUon,  and  standing  of 
Renben  T— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Does  he  deal  with  yon  at  thia  tlmeT— A.  Tea,  sir ;  he  does  a  part  of  his  boalnesa 
with  me. 

Q.  Are  you  willing  to  sell  him  gooda  on  credit  to  be  paid  ont  of  his  cropT — A.  Yea, 
•ir;  lam. 

Cross-examination : 

S,  In  a  ease  of  thia  kind  do  yon  consider  Jean  Pierre  Rnbln  a  competent  witness, 
wonld  yoD  attach  any  importance  to  hia  testimony  t — A.  I  cannot  aay ;  I  have  no 
right  ta  Jndge  one  way  or  the  other. 

Q,  Would  yon  give  the  same  answer  with  regard  to  the  testimony  of  Theodore  D. 
EaJEOnrt,  Madame  Teleamar  On Idry,  and  Jnlea  Ferrodln,  and  would  yon  consider  the 
teatimonv  of  Jean  Pierre  Rnbln  as  good  as  the  testimony  of  the  parties  whose  names, 
are  in  thla  qoeationt 

(Thia  qnestlon  is  objected  to.    The  connsel  for  tbe  Oovemment  has  not  bronght  in 

nation  thegood  names  or  oharaoters  of  Mrs.  Onidry  or  of  Ur,  Penndin,  or  of  Mr.  D. 
oonrt.    There  is  no  need  of  instltnting  comparlaona.) 
A  I  have  not  known  Mra.  Gnidry  since  1  was  a  small  boy ;  I  know  both  Mcwsn, 
Kaloonrt  and  Mi.  Perrodin,  and  I  wonld  give  credit  to  their  statements. 
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Q.  Wontd  jon  oonalderthe  itatement  of  JeuiPieiTB  Banl>«ii,in  the  trial  of  »«•■«, 
aa  the  statemetita  of  D.  Ka]conrt  and  Peirodial — A.  I  oonld  not  anawer  thai. 

Q.  Do  yoa  believe  that  Jean  Pierre  Benben  know*  the  impoitanoe  and  ncwal  obU- 
gatioD  of  an  oatb  T 
'"■»je«!ted.    Witnei 

I  eonld  not  tell  yon. 

JDLE8  >£TEL1H. 
John  F.  Smith, 

Atftery  PaUie  mi  ^«eial  Cemmtniimer. 

John  Bchbicwe,  a  witneuon  behalf  of  the  OoTeamment,  swoni,  «*;•; 
I  am  clerking  at  this  time ;  I  aoi  62  yean  old  ;  I  reaide  in  Graiid  Coteao,  when  I 
have  been  living  twenty-eight  yeart.  ' 

Q.  Do  you  hno7  a  oolored  maD  named  Jenn  Pierre  Eeaben  t — A.  I  do. 

Q.  Ho-w  long  have  yon  knows  hini  T^A.  For  the  last  twenty  yean. 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  he  ia  an  indiietriouB,  thrifty  mani— A.  Yee,air;  he  ia. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  traded  with  Um  t — A.  Ye§,  air. 

Q.  What  IB  hie  practice  aa  to  meeting  hiaobligBtionat — A.  Tea,  air;  aa  maolj  aa  1 

Q.  Haa  bo  good  credit  in  the  atorea  in  Grand  Cotean  t — A.  Tea,  air ;  hia  ovdit  ■ 
perfectly  good. 

<J.  Do  yuu  know  anything  affecting  the  good  name,  atanding,  and  chameter  of 
Benlten  t — A.  I  do  not. 

CrOBa-ezamined  by  Mr.  Pkrbodik: 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  Jean  Pierre  Beuben  knows  t. 
ligationa  of  an  oathT — A.  I  conld  not  tell  That.  I  hareni 
kfud  witb  him. 

<J'  Have  yon  never  heard  that  he  waa  arrested  and  brooght  into  coait,  ebargrd 
with  a  criminal  offenaeT — A.  No,  »ir. 

Q.  Do  Ton  eoneidvr  bin)  a  man  of  aonnd  mindand  good  intelligencet — A.  Ye«,aii: 
for  an  ordinary  conuuon  man. 

JOHN  8CHBEWE. 

John  F.  ButTB, 

A'otarji  Public  and  ^Mcial  Cotnmimiotier. 

V.  Andrus,  Bwom  on  behalf  of  the  Qovemnient,  aaya: 

I  sin  a  bookkneper.  I  am  37  yearn  of  age.  I  reaide  in  Grand  Cotean,  and  bave  n- 
aided  in  Grand  Cotran  ainoe  abont  thu  year  IN60. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  a  colored  man  named  Jean  Pierre  Reuben  I — A.  Yes,  dr, 

H.  How  long  have  yon  known  him  1 — A.  Sioee  I  lived  hens:  have  known  mora  of 
him  Kinre  the  last  four  or  five  yeara  with  bim.  He  has  been  trading  at  the  atora  whtn 
I  have  liept  booka. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  if  he  is  an  indnatriooB,  thrifty  man! — A.  That  ia  the  repntatua 
which  be  bears. 

Q.  What  credit  hosbeintheHtores  atOrand  Coteant — A.  I  oonaidcr  hla eradit  ver; 

Q.  Do  yonknowanythingaHeotinginJiirionaly  the  oharaoter, good nam^Bnd atand- 
ing of  Reuben  t — A.  No,  air ;  I  do  not ;  aa  a  negro  he  ia  conaiderad  a  good  oegro. 
Croaa-esamihed  by  Mr.  Pkrrodim  : 
Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  Jean  Pierre  Benben  is  aware  of  the  importaneaandmant 
obllgiitions  of  an  oath  t — A.  That  ia  rather  a  difflcnlt  qneatlon  to  answer.     I  aouwH, 
I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  or  not,  Jndging  ^m  hia  intellect  or  bia  intelUgenoe,  he  oonld  bt 
influenced  to  eay  what  ia  desired  of  him  t— A.  My  answer  ia  the  same — I  da  not  kno>- 

Q.  On  the  tita)  of  a  canae  wonld  yon  attach  as  mncb  importanee  to  tiia  teatimoa;  ' 
of  Jran  Pierre  Reuben  as  yon  wonld  to  the  testimony  of  any  man  wbo  is  a  citiaa  ' 
known  t«  yonf  | 

(Objected  to  sa  involving  an  ezproaaion  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  tbe  irifiiii^  )  I 

A.  1  wunid  not.  There  are  men  in  whose  aWemenls  I  would  have  len  oonfldtDn 
than  in  tboae  of  Benben,  and  there  are  men  in  whose  etatementa  I  wonld  have  girsin 
confldeDce.  I  wonld  not  feel  myself  jnstiSed  to  decide  aolely  niion  hia  evidence  if  h( 
was  indnenced,  because  I  do  not  consider  him  a  veiy  intelligent  man.    B«  ia  a  goad 

'"'*^'  U£NTOH  AKDBUS. 


^d  by  Google 
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JULBS  PBJUt01>IM  1 

«.  ^  No.  9a 

Thk  UNITBD  BTJLTK6.     \ 

The  aodBnigned,  TespeotiTely  ooniiael  for  the  claimaiit  and  for  tha  QoTernnient, 
ooDgenl  to  take  evidence  for  olaimant  and  for  the  dufeusa  before  John  F.  Sinltb,  esq., 
notary  pobtio,  and  waivinx  the  iMoiog  of  »  oomnUwioner  from  Weahinnrton. 

W.  O.  DENEOHE, 

For  Ike  Unitrd  Stalet. 
F.  P.  PBBBODIN, 

ir«r  Clatwiamt. 
Gxfin)  Conuc,  Jhm  23, 1683. 

FBBHCH  AHt>  AMXBIOAM  CLAIMS  OOlUaMIOM. 
JULBA  PBRSODIN        > 

Tbm  UmTKD  Statkb.  ) 

This  je  a  olalni  for  ootton  and  engar  taken  and  used  by  the  armiea  of  the  United 
State*  tram  the  memoriallat  In  the  pariah  of  Saint  Landry,  and  State  of  LoDlsJana,  in 
Hay  and  NoTember,  186S,  and  March,  1S64,  daring  the  late  war,  (See  tlmna,  Seooid, 
pp.  8, 9.) 

OITIUtNSHIP  AMD  AUKMAQK. 


the  13th  day  of  April,  luei,  and  the  'JOth  of  Angnet,  1866,  or  uontinuonsly  aiaoe  1866, 
in  the  toirn  of  Opelooiua,  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  and  State  of  Iionisiaaa.  (Heaoid, 
pp.  7,29, 36, 39, 60.) 

The  memorialisl  has  never  been  natural! ced  or  taken  any  steps  to  be  natnraliied  in 
any  other  oouo try,  norrenonnoed,  surrendered,  or  impaired  hta  allegiance  to  the  Oov- 
emmeDt  of  Prance.    (Becord,  pp.  7,  ia,  36;  Opinion  Court  of  Claims,  p.  343.) 

It  Is  tmetbat  he  waa  conscripted  by  the  Confederate  enrolllngofflcerfor  the  parish 
ot  Saint  Landry,  Lonlaiaoa,  and  enrolled  in  the  Tnenty.ei([htn,BegimenI  Louisiana 
Totonteen,  C.  S.  A. ;  bnt  be  resisted  the  enrollnient  by  applying  for  a  nrit  of  habeiu 
corput  beforu  the  coart  of  tbe  eighth  Judicial  district  of  Louisiana,  alleging  tbat  he 
was  a  French  subject,  and  therefore  not  liable  to  the  operation  of  the  cooscHpt  laws 
of  the  Confederate  States ;  and  upon  bearing  the  conrtordered,  adlndged,  and  decreed 
tbat  tbe  memorialist  he  released  and  discharged  as  a  conscript  in  the  said  Confederate 
arniy  on  tbe  S7th  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1864.  Wherenpon  he  was  discbarfced  the 
service  of  tbe  Confederate  States  in  pursoance  of  the  Jiidgnient  of  said  district  court, 
June  Ifl,  18W,  by  com  loan  (1  of  Geu.E.Kirby  Smith,  of  the  Confederate  army,  (Becord, 
pp.27  to  3:1, 36.  40.) 

Items  3  and  4  of  this  claim  (p.  6)  were  included  in  the  petition  filed  before  the  Court 
of  Ctaims  for  360  bales  of  cotton  and  tJ  hogsheads  of  sagar,  but  before  trial  and  Judg- 
ment in  that  case  for  the  claimant,  tbe  cotton  and  sugar  was  abandoned  on  the  gronud 
tbat.  it  was  taken  for  the  immediate  use  and  consumption  of  the  Army,  while  10  order 
to  recover  under  the  act  of  tbe  Vith  of  Marob,  L663  (the  captured  and  abandoned  prop- 
erty act),  proof  was  required  that  the  proceeds  arising  from  the  sale  of  the  property 
reached  tbe  Treasury;  therefore,  as  tbe  Couri;  of  Claims  did  not  have  Jurisdiction  of 
said  items  3  and  4,  they  were  abandoned  before  the  trial,  no  proofs  being  taken  or 
submitted.     (Becord,  pp.  8,  34,:&,36.) 

*"  iseiKntneut  of  the  claim  set  forth  in  tbe  memorial,  or  any  pari  thereof,  or  any 
it  therein,  baa  been  made,  nor  has  the  memorialist,  or  any  other  person,  received 
the  amonnt  claimed,  or  any  part  thereof.     (Becord,  pp.  10, 35.) 


interest  therein,  baa  been  made,  nor  has  the  memorialist,  or  any  ol 
■       S.) 

OWNKRBBIF. 

Items  1  and  3  are  withdrawn,  as  tbey  fall  nnder  the  provision  of  Article  II,  of  tbe 
treaty  of  1880,  as  interpreted  by  a  diplomatic  arrangement  under  dates  of  17-21 
December,  I88I,  p.  !47. 

I  Item  3.  Tbe  memorialist  purchased  this  cotton  from  Thelismar  Ouldry.  In  Septem- 
ber, 1863,  he  purchased  20  bales,  and  in  March,  1U63,  he  purchased  18,000  ponnds  of 
cottoD  in  the  seed,  which  would  make  15  bales  of  ginned  cotton,  estimating  1,300 
pounds  of  seed  cotton  to  tV  b^e  of  400  ponnds,  which  would  make,  with  the  ^  bales, 
35  bales  of  ootton  in  all  purchased  from  Onidry.  Of  these  35  bales  the  clamant  n- 
ceived  IS  bales,  leaving  tbe  23  bales  claimed,  but  whioh  is  n«w  reduced  to  tha  U 
H,  Ex.  235 — -37  OqIc 
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bale*  kbandoDed  In  e«M  befbre  Conit  of  CUlma,  tbo  baluioa  b«iag  ov«leal>i  bv 
cUlnuuit  At  tbe  Uhm  of  the  a»ld  aotion,  la  abkndonied  in  thia  eaae,  whUk  wms  Uft 
■tomd  on  tbe  pluitktion  of  Tfaelianukr  Gaidrr  nntil  tak«u  b*  the  Union  ' 


Oaidn,  pp.  24,  85;  AohilleBablDBKn,  p.  100;  ThsllMnnr  Quidn,   p.  101:1 
D.KUMHirtpp.  9M,S490 

Itam  4.  8  nogtheada  of  annr. 

Thla  mgnr  waa  pnrehaaeifbT  the  olntmnnt  In  DeoembM',  1BS3,  ftnm  OflbM  BrathMiL 
near  WasEdngton,  pnrlah  of  taint  Lnndrf,  Lonlaiann,  and  left  In  the  onatodj  of  W. 
R.  Qibaon,  who  had  charge  of  the  plantation  of  Uib  Offbtt  Brotben,  wbeiv  it  «M 
taken  hj  the  Union  tmnj.    (Antoinette  Thiebant,  p.  19  i  Jnlea  Perradin,  p,3&.) 

SKIZURB  AKD  APPKOPBIATIOK. 

ItMU  3.  In  the  month*  of  October  and  NovBrnber,  1863,  the  cotton  iIimiii  ilml  ia 
It«m  3  (p.  8).  vaa  aelied  and  taken  poeBeaaioo  of  bj  tbeoamnuHidaof  QenenlaOroTa 
WmI  Uouiunie,  of  General  Banka'a  aRny,fi«ni  the  plantation  of  TlielianiarGDidiy.Mt- 
nate  in  Carronoiow  Bafoo,  In  the  paiiah  of  Saint  Landry,  State  of  Loniaiana,  and 
naed  for  bedding  and  hoapital  pnrpoaea  by  the  <^cen  and  aoldieia  after  the  battle  af 
Bajon  Bonrbeaax.  (See  Qenerala  Ord.  and  Waabbnm'i  reporta,  Frank  Mons'a  B»- 
bellion  Beooid,ToL8,  Doe.  7,  149.  War  Department  Heeoid,  pp.  69,  JSO;  ConalaDo* 
Qoldry,  pp.34,  S5,  55,  56;  Aagnatin  Dominiqoe,  up.59,  63,  54;  Jnlea  Perrodin,  pp. 31, 
Ms  Aehtlle  Babinean,  p.  100. } 

Item  4.  The  aogar  in  thia  Item  was  leiied  and  taken  poaaeaaion  of  by  tbe  oflena 
and  aoldiera  of  foarth  diTiaiou  and  thirteenth  army  oorpa,  nndei  ooaunand  of  Oeottml 
Banki,  In  the  month  of  Hansh,  1964,  from  the  elalmant  on  the  plantation  of  Offatt 
Brothera,  Baint  Landry  Pariah,  Loniaiana,  and  need  for  the  buieBt  of  tbe  United 
Btalea  anny.  (Antoinette  Thlebant,  pp.19, 20;  Otla  Lnnt,  pp. 56,  S7 ;  Jnlea  PeR» 
din,  p.  36.) 

I  tnnoK  ABxm 

Oeneral  Banka'a  army  waa 

Loniftiana,  in  Ha;  and NoTen. . ._, , ,     ,..,.._., 

iraa  taken.    Oenerat  Bankaln  a  letter  addresaed  to  Oeneral  Halleck,  dated  Opeloom, 

La.,  HBy4, 1863,uya-.  "I  may  aay  that ■20,000'- ' -"- *^ '- 

Wftrded  n>  Braahear  City,  witTk  5,000  balea  of 
(War  Department  Beoords.     Betsord,  p.  78.) 

Union  forcea  nnder  Oeneral  Banka  oconpled  L    , ,  _^ , 

SebeltioD  Record,  vol.  6.     Dian  of  Evente,  p.  6^    Docnmenta,  pp.  5S7  to  5*6.) 

Oeneral  FrankUn'a  column  of  Oeneral  Banka'a  army  entered  Opelonaaa,  Oeteter  21, 
1663,  at  noon.     (Moore's  Bebellion  Becoid,  vol.  7,  p.  66,  Diary  of  Eventa.) 

THK  TAI.m  or  THE  PKOPKBTT  WHXM  TAKKM,  WITH  INTKBKST. 

Item  3.     (Now  IB  baloe  cotton.) 

The  cliiimaDt  sava  (p.  34)  that  thia  cotton  areraf^ed  400  pounds  to  the  bale,  whict 
for  18  balea  woulif  make  7,200  pounds  of  cotton. 

Ura.  CoDHtance  Gaidry  Bays  (p.  24)  that  this  cotton  was  taken  after  the  battieof 
Bayon  Bourl>eaDi,  which  was  fonght  on  the  7th  of  NoTsmber,  1863. 

According  to  the  Price  Cnrrent,  pp.  65.  66,  cotton  waa  worth  from  66  to  73  ceotaptr 
ponnd  for  the  month  of  November,  1863 — take  the  difference,  69  centa.  Por  7^00 
ponnda  of  cotton  at  69  cents  would  amonnt  to  14,968. 

Item  4.  (Eight  hogsheads  nnfjar.) 

The  claimant  says  (p.  35)  that  the  angar  waa  bonght  by  him  In  the  month  of  De- 
cember, 1H63,  and  taken  by  tfae  Fedetola  in  1864. 

Mrt.  Thiebaut  aaya  (p.  ^J  tbat  tbe  aogar  waa  sold  by  Offntt  Brothers  to  Mr.  Per- 
lodio  abont  a  year,  as  far  as  tibe  can  remember,  before  it  waa  taken. 

The  claimant  aays  (p.  35)  tbat  the  8  bogsbeada  of  sugar  weighed  in  the  aggrepta 
9,600  pounde. 

Urs.  Thiebant  aaya  (p.  20)  that  at  the  time  the  anpor  waa  taken  sbe  obtained  tt 
cents  in  ailver  par  ponnd,  bnt  we  will  take  the  prioe  given  in  the  meoMwi^-^  nnth 
wbioh  for  9,600  ponnda,  at  2t  oeata,  wonld  make  $3,112. 

The  total  Tolne  of  items  3  and  4  ia  $7,080,  for  which  an  aw#fd  ia  aafced  with  intHtat 
fkom  thedateof  the  respective  aeiznieeof  the  claimant's  pn>pert7  by  AeUnitedSlaM, 

The  opinion  of  tbe  Court  of  Claima  in  the  oaae  of  Jnlea  Fenodln  >.  Tb*  United Siatas, 
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Ho.  3546,  ia  ■nbmittad  m  ftirtlier  eTfdenee  of  the  ftb«odonmmit  of  the  18  tMle«  of  oot- 
toD  ftnd  9  hosAeftda  of  tof  at  *t  tlwt  tri»l,  aa  •ppoan  from  Moond  psntgnph  of  tho 
o^nion,  p.  no. 
BcMMatfltUr  nbailttod. 

THEODORE  H.  N.  UcPHERSON, 

apecM  Coututlfpr  Jala*  ParroMi. 
Cn*»i.»  Adolphs  Dx  Cbakbbun, 

C4%n»tlfir  tiM  lirmek  BtpiMla. 
AI.XX.  POBTU  Honn, 

JwMmI  CommL 
WABHiMaTOX,  S^Umbtr  1,  1683. 

BEIEF  OF  COUNSEL  FOB  THE  UNTTED  STATES. 

Jdlxb  Pebxodih     ) 

«.  V  No.  90. 

Thx  Uxitkd  Statu.  ) 


3d.  33b^M. 

Id  bla  brief  (p.  3)  be  llmita  bis  olftim  to  18  bale*  Inatoad  of  X3,  h  tet  forth  In  th« 
third  item  of  bia  memorial. 

He  BkTB  (p.  34  printed  evidence)  that  in  September,  1802,  be  pnrchMed  flrom  Thelea- 
iD»r  Qaldry,  of  the  parish  of  Sunt  LMidr;,  90  bftlea  of  cotton  in  need,  and  that  on  the 
tlth  Marob,  1B03,  he  bought  from  Gnldry  18,000  ponnds  of  ootton  In  the  seed ;  that 
the  ootton  at  the  time  of  parehaM  was  in  tw o  ootton-bonsea  on  tbe  Theleamar  Onidry 
plautatiou ;  that  it  remained  there  until  the  aeoond  invadon  of  tbe  Federal  troops  in 
October  and  Norember,  1863,  when  it  was  taken  poneaeion  of  by  the  Federal  foiosa, 
and  all  loet  to  blm  except  13  balet,  which  he  eeciu«d  and  eauaed  to  be  trinned. 

The  otalmant  baa  IntrodQoed  in  evidence  the  teetimon;  of  TbelesmarOnldrv.taVen 
oa  the  89th  December,  ie6H,  in  the  snii  of  F.  Perrodln  «.  Tbe  United  Stalea,  Ho.  3546 
of  the  Coort  of  Claima.    (See  page  90,  printed  evidence.) 

Gnidr;  aaye  he  nld  Perrodin  on  the  ISth  September,  1869,  20  balee  of  cotton  In 
•eed,  and  that  on  the  Ilth  Harch,  1863,  he  sold  bim  1B,000  ponndfl  of  ootton  in  tbe 
•eed;  he  laTe  Permdin  reeaTered  lome  15  or  18  bale*  cot  of  the  lota  aold  to  him. 

We  will  remark,  m  panani,  that  a  oroag  examination  of  the  witnesaw  in  1868  In 
tbeae  ootton  eaaea,  then  before  the  Conrt  of  Claims,  was  the  only  expedient  reaotted 
to  by  the  Qoremment  to  Tsrify  their  correctness;  that  no  Government  agent  was  at 
that  time  sent  to  the  places  of  alleged  loss  to  examine  into  the  &cts  of  each  case. 

Theleamar  Gnidry  died  some  years  ago. 

Tbelesmar  Onidry  in  3546,  p.  7,  states  that  tbe  cotton  sold  to  Perrodln  was  T«ised 
Id  the  year  1861.  He  wae  in  the  Confederate  army  when  the  Federal  forces  took  tbe 
ootton. 

The  widow  of  Tbelesmar  Gnidir  waa  heard  as  a  witueas  on  behalf  of  the  claimant, 
and  was  examined  not  less  than  fonr  times.  In  her  first  examination  (page  24)  she 
eetimated  the  nnmber  of  bales  sold  to  Perrodin  as  forty-five,  In  her  second  examina- 
tion (page  55]  she  says  that  the  year  previons  to  the  taking  of  the  cotton,  that  la,  in 
the  year  1862,  her  hnshand  made  on  the  place  from  50  to  60  bales ;  "  that  the  crop  of 
the  year  IBG2  had  been  baled  and  sold  to  different  parties ;"  that  for  a  series  of  yeara 
"  we  were  in  the  habit  of  making  from  45  to  60  bales  of  cotton." 

Bhe  was  examined  for  tbe  third  time  at  page  237,  and  was  asked  on  direct  exomtna- 

"  Q.  Jean  Pierre  Renben  teatifled  there  never  was  more  than  from  fire  to  ten  balee 
of  cotton  made  by  your  husband  yearly  on  his  plantation;  is  that  afitott — A.  He  waa 
for  from  right ;  we  made  annnally  from  18  to  94  bales. 

'■q.  Do  yon  recollect  how  many  balee  yon  made  in  the  years  1969  and  1863,  re- 
spectively f^A.  About  the  nnmber  I  have  just  stated, 

"  Q.  Do  yon  ktinw  how  mnoh  cotton  there  was  on  your  plantation  when  the  Fed- 
erals took  itT — A.  We  estimated  the  amount  of  cotton  then  at  from  40  to  45  balee. 

"Q.  This  was  then  the  crop  of  two  yearat — A.  It  waa." 

For  tbe  fonrth  time  this  laay  was  examined,  at  page  240. 

On  this  oocaaioD  she  stated  she  had  made  an  error  in  asserting  that  18  to  24  halea 
were  raiaed  anniially  on  the  place;  that  ahe  "is  positive  that  more  ootton  than  above 
waa  made:  I  now  reaffirm  oil  the  atatementa  maae  by  me  in  my  afBdavlt  token  beibre 
John  F.  Iforragb  and  also-all  tbe  statements  contained  in  my  previous  tAstlmony." 

Hia.  Ooidry  states  that  tbe  cotton  on  the  place,  and  taken  and  destroyed  by  tbe 
Federola,  was  the  product  of  two  yean.    She  itatea  that  the  crop  of  1862  wm  baled 
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*nd  told.  Then,  if  her  Btktemento  are  oormot,  the  ootton  t»kan  uinn  IWTe  beHi  tke 
prodaat  oftheoropsoriSGl  and  18B3,  orof  1860  and  1661.  The  cotton  ooold  not  have 
beeu  prcMlnced  Id  1U63;  fint,  because  the  fint  FederiJ  invaaion  of  the  pariah  of  Saint 
Ljutdiy  waa  in  April,  1H6J,  when  the  Hlavea  almoat  nnivenally  deaerled  the  plaata- 
tiona  and  followed  the  Federal  Army.  It  ia,  beeidciL  in  proof  that  themoatofQaidry'i 
■1ft vei  ahandoned  thia  plantation  in  April,  ld63,  and  thenceforward  it  waa  a  dcaprtmte 
■tmggle  for  exiatunce,  and  brcadgtuffa,  not  cotton,  were  raiaed.  The  aeaaon  tor  oot- 
ton'picking  ia  between  Angnat  and  January,  and  it  ia  alleged  that  the  ootton  waa 
taken  in  October  and  November,  1863.  If  Uie  crop  of  liiSH  waa  ginned  and  diapoaed 
of  as  Ura.  Ouidry  aays,  it  is  aingalar  that  the  crop  of  1861  had  not  likswiae  been  ginned 
and  sold. 

It  iiln  proof  that  the  cotton  wheniold  toPeimdin  waenoginned  and  in  the  aeed.  It 
b  nowhere  aiierlad  or  proved  that  the  cotton  waa  weighed,  or  any  definite  atepa  takes 
to  aacertain  the  exact  nnmber  of  pounds.  Perrodin  seems  to  have  been  aatisDed  with 
the  aatnrances  of  Gaiilry.  Cotton  is  aometimea  sold  in  the  seed.  This  practice  pre- 
Tftiled  to  a  mnch  greater  extent  during  the  war.  But  a  final  settlement  waa  neTer 
made  until  the  exact  nnmber  of  bales  and  the  weights  of  the  balea  were  m 
by  ginDing  and  haling. 


■tat«d  by  aaid  witneaa,  Conatanoe  OuitlcT.''  Whether  be  "  reooTered  "  the—  IS  bales 
before  the  Federal  invaaion,  or  whethar  he  went  on  the  oamping  gronDds  and  picked 
It  up  after  it  had  been  scattered  aroond  by  the  troops,  we  nave  not  been  infimned. 
lloet  prolwblT  it  was  ginned  and  baled  befora  the  inraaion. 

We  omlttwl  to  ootiiM  the  teatimony  of  one  DomiDiqne  AngnsUn,  at  pagea  68,  S3,  and 
54,  and  swoni  for  claimant.     He  says  there  were  some  45  bales  of  ootton  on  tbe  plan- 


tation at  the  time  of  the  Federal  invaaion.     He  says  (p.  &3):  "That  it  ww 
'hat  is,  in  1S63,  which  we  have  shown  was  an  impossibility.     He  "knows  tba>«  wen 
S  bales  or  more  on  said  plantation  at  said  tine  ueoanse  of  the  sise  of  the  bniMinp 


eoDtalnitig  aaid  ootton,  in  which  hnildings  tiie  orop  of  the  previona  y< 
a  larger  crop,  had  been  stored." 

This  is  the  olaimanVa  ease. 

Jean  Fierre  Benben  was  heard  on  behalf  of  the  Qoremment.  Benben  waa  a  alavs 
of  Onldry.  Benben,  Angnatiu  Dominique,  and  Victoria  Green  are  the  only  persons 
now  livinc  who  ooald  be  found,  and  who  were  on  the  Gnidry  plaoe  in  1863,  at  the  time 
of  the  Federal  Invasion.  Ouidr;  had  two  cribs  on  his  plaoe ;  one  a  oom-erib  and  the 
other  a  cottou-orib.  He  had  no  gin  on  his  plaoe,  audginnedbisoottonona  neichbtir- 
1ns  plantation.  Tfaiafact  affindsavidenoeof  thiBamaUneMof  biaerib,fi>ra  giB^bonss 
and  sin  are  of  small  ooet,  and  there  was  no  plaaMi  making  45  or50  bales  wbo  did  not 
owuhls  own  gin.  It  was  those  who  made  a  few  bales,  from  1  to  SO^  that  weia  aeeas- 
tomed  to  gin  their  ootton  at  the  gin-houses  of  their  neighbor*.  Benben  waa  asked 
(page  221): 

''  Q.  Can  yon  tell  ns  if  there  was  any  cotton  on  the  Theleamar  Gnidry  plaoe  when 
the  Federals  came  there,  and,  if  so,  how  many  bales  t— A.  There  waa  cotton  there; 
there  was  a  cotton  crib  on  the  place  which  when  filled  contained  10  balea ;  I  doo'l 
thiuk  11  waa  quite  full  when  the  Federals  came. 

"  <).  Was  that  ootton  slDued  or  imginued  T— A.  It  waa  unginnnd. 

"  Q.  What  became  of  that  cotton  I— A.  When  I  returned  to  the  plantation  I  saw  the 
ootton  aroaud  the  various  places  where  the  Federals  had  oumped  and  slept." 

Ou  cross-examination  (p.  223)  Reuben  was  asked : 

"  Q.  Was  there  not  cotton  In  two  cribs  on  the  plantation  t — A.  No,  sir ;  there  were 
only  twouribe;  one  a  oottou-crib  and  the  other  acom-orib." 

Victoria  Green  was  examined  at  p.  239.  She  states  at  page  230  that  Jfati  PiertE 
'"     '      ■  .-.    .     ■         .       .  .      ,      .^.  ._.._.       .._ji. — "weretbeonlj 

;  that  all  Um 


a  left  the  plantation  ;  that  no  cotton  waa  made  In  IBtEl ;  corn  onljr  w 

She  statea  that  there  was  but  one  cotton-crib  on  the  place,  and  that  It  waa  not  quite 
fhll  when  the  Federals  came  to  the  plantation. 

She  waa  asked  on  croes-eiami nation,  at  page  231 : 

"Q.  Are  yon  poaltive  there  waa  no  other  cotton  ou  said  plantation  except  theeottoo 
yon  saw  in  the  crib  T— A.  There  waa  no  other  cotton  except  what  waa  in  the  «rib  " 

Kalconrt  was  heatd  for  the  claimant  at  page  347.     He  is  a  planter,  and  In  ISOf 


^ago  2 


resided  at  a  mile  and  a  half  ftom  Gnidry'a  place.  He  saj^s  that  in  IMO  Onidty'i 
orib  was  fhll  of  cotton,  and  Judging  from  his  recollection  of  its  aize  he  does  not  thick 
It  wnnld  eontain  less  than  from  18  to  UO  bales  of  ootton  in  the  seed. 

An  effort  was  made  by  the  claimant  to  break  down  the  testimony  of  Benben.  To 
dlarredil  him  we  have  the  testimony  of  the  claimant  himself  and  of  Mrs.  Osidiy. 
The  fortunes  of  «ar  and  the  emancipation  of  the  slaves  reduced  Uia.  Gnidry  to  pen- 
nry.  Reuben,  who  is  an  industriona,  Ibriftv  man,  possesses  a  portion  of  Uie  Oaldir 
trsiot  of  land,  or  of  land  adjoining  it,  and  la  in  easy  oi—""—*-""-      n-«™Tt«— . 
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ZdIm  Petltiq  Aod  Jobo  Hohrewe,  both  of  Ctrsnd  Cotoan,  merchftots,  know  Renben. 
His  pl&ce  is  at  a  distance  of  5  milei  from  Grand  Coteau.  They  know  notliing  affect- 
ing inJDrinnil;  the  character  of  Ronben  (pp.'JSland  !ffi3).  They  have  both  bad  deal- 
in)(a  with  Renben.  He  hae  bad  store  aocoants  with  both  of  them.  He  meeta  bia  ob- 
ligtttiona  proniptly.     He  bas  good  credit  in  the  atorea  at  Opelnnsas. 

We  anbmit  tliat  the  cotton  on  the  Qnldry  plantation  was  sold  io  a  Innip;  that  it 
was  never  baled  or  weighed,  and  hence  the  claimant  baa  not  eHtublished  the  exact 
nnmber  of  batea.  That  the  teatimony  of  Senbenaud  Victoria  Greeo  ahowa  that  there 
was  bnt  one  cotton-crib  on  the  On idry  plantation,  and  thatitoontainedalesaqaaDtity 
than  10  bales. 

The  claimant  aeeka  indemnity  for  eight  hogaheada  of  aogar,  which  he  allege*  wera 
taken  by  Federal  troops.  This  aogar,  it  ia  aaseTted,  was  on  the  Offntt  nlaatatlfln  in 
the  BngaT-bonae.  The  sngar-honse  ia  one  mile  and  a  half  from  WashlDgton.  The 
claimant  allegea  that  be  purchased  tbia  eagar  in  1863,  and  that  it  was  taken  in  1864. 
Colonel  Offott  waa  of  those  who  fled  to  Texas  with  all  bia  able-bodied  negroes  when 
the  Federal  forays  invaded  Saint  Landry  Pariab.  Bia  overaeer,  it  ie  true,  remained 
on  the  plantation.  The  advent  of  the  Federal  troops  iato  Saint  Landry  meant  emaa< 
cipation,  and  so  it  was  so  undeistAod  by  tbe  negroes.  The  power  and  anthorily  of  the 
master  were  entirely  aabverted.  When  thaa  iraddenly  freed  the  negroes  did  bat  little 
work.  It  waa  easier  to  plunder  than  to  labor.  Colonel  Offntt  himself,  had  he  re- 
mained on  the  plant«tion,  conid  have  exercised  but  littln  anthorlty  over  his  negroea 
or  oTBr  thoee  of  his  neighbors.  What  oonid  have  been  expected  of  Olbson,  his  over- 
aeer  t  It  is  more  than  probable  tbat  Federal  soldiers  entered  the  Bngar-bonse  and 
took  sugar,  bnt  It  ia  certain  tbat  negroes  did  tbe  most  of  the  pillage.  But  giving  ftiU 
credit  to  tbe  gtatementa  of  tbe  overseer's  wife,  Mrs.  Gibson,  it  is  evident  that  the 
taking  amonnted  to  nothing  bnt  pillage. 

Al'  page  20  she  aaja :  <,, 

"I  saw  the  soldiers  in  the  act  of  taking  away  the  sngar.  The  eoldiera carried 
away  the  angsr  as  beat  they  conld.  Some  pnt  it  in  bnckete,  some  pnt  it  into  their 
coats,  and  otnera  naed  their  ebirte  to  carry  tbe  aanie  away.  Saw  no  sugar  carried  off 
except  in  the  manner  I  have  described.  NoofBcen  werepreaent  when  said  sugar  waa 
carried  away  by  the  Federal  troopa  or  destroyed." 

In  Angnst,  im8,  Jnlea  Perrodin  Hied  bia  petition  in  the  United  States  Coart  of 
Claima,  3546  of  the  docket,  aaking  compensation  for  the  prooeeds  of  360  bales  of  oot- 
..__...  ^  .      ..     __ "-„tim"    -'     '■  •      •  '  ■    "       ■" 


plantation,  and  14  balea  which  were  on  tbe  Widow  Malvean'a  plantation.    Thas — 

Bslee. 

Receipt  of  Sargent  for 315 

7  bales  on  Value's  plantation 7 

On  Widow  Malvean's  plantation 14 

Total 336 

Perrodin  and  his  brother  were  storekeepers  at  Opeloaaas  before  and  daring  the  war. 
They  did  a  considerable  buaineu.  They  sold  goods  to  many  of  the  small  plaateTS  in 
tbe  neighborhood  of  Opelonsas,  advanced  money  on  cotton,  and  parcbased  constder- 
able  cotton  dnring  the  war  and  prior  to  the  Federal  invasion  of  the  parish  of  Saint 
Landry  in  April  and  Hay,  1863.  Some  of  this  cotton  they  atored  in  the  Immediate 
neiicbborliooit  of  Opeloosaa ;  other  portions  were  purcbaaed  and  left  with  the  vendor*. 

Theodore  Valade  was  a  friend  of  the  claimant  Perrodin.  Their  relatioaa  were  of 
the  most  intimate  character.  Talade  waa  heard  as  a  witness  in  Perrodin'*  behalf 
againat  tbe  GovemmeDt  in  3546.  Valade,  in  1963,  acted  as  the  clerk  and  book-keeper 
of  Perrodin  (page  33  in  3546  Coort  of  Claims).  At  page  93  of  314  Perrodin  aUted 
that  be  waa  very  intimate  with  Valade. 

In  Hay,  1863,  when  the  Federal  forces  invaded  Saint  Landr?  Parish,  Talade  resided 
on  bis  plantation  9  Diilea  from  Opelonsas,  and  Perrodin  resided  in  the  village  of  Ope- 
loasoa.  Tbe  Federals  on  tbe  3d  of  Hay,  1863,  went  to  Valade.'s  plantation  and  there 
seized  and  took  away  163  balea  of  cotton.  Lieutenant  Bboodea  was  the  oflBcer  In 
command  of  tbe  detachment  which  took  Talode's  cotton,  and  he  signed  a  receipt 
which  he  ilelivered  lo  Valade  and  which  cOTBCed  the  163  bales. 

It  U  OB  follows : 

"State  of  Louisiana, 

'■Parith  of  Saint  Latidry: 
"  I,  the  undersigned,  do  hereby  certify  that  I  havs  this  day  taksn  for  the  ase  of  the 
Unil«d  States  Government  liom  Theodore  Valade's  plantation  102  bales  of  cotton. 
"C.  W.  C.  RHOADES. 
"Ftrit  Ueatssant  Company  H,  41  if.  F." 


682  FRBNOH  AHD   AMXBICAN  CLAIIUI  COUMUBtOK, 

On  tha  roTarae  of  tb«  Moeipt,  In  a  bold  fend  laffibla  h»Dd,  are  Hw  foUmriBC  warti 
wrllteii  by  Valade  hiu^wlf : 

"Mats,  US. 


"  109  (one  hnndrod  and  alxty-tvo)  IwIm." 

(Bm  teatlnion;  of  Oodefroy  and  BabiedluTaUde,  814,  pp.  ST,88,S9.) 
Talodu  exhibit!  reflootion  and  dBllbention  In  the  Tords  be  bw  writtea.  Thaa  ii 
no  haat;  aoUon.  He  glTOa  both  in  flgnrea  and  In  writing  the  exact  muiber  «f  bale* 
•elced,  diaoloaea  (h«  nanraa  of  the  MTcnl  ownefs,  and  the  nnmber  of  balea  beloagiB|[ 
to  eaeb.  Tbe  looatioii  of  the  ootton  la  fixed  bj  the  reoeipt  of  the  Federal  oOoet  at 
Talade'a  plantation,  and  Valade  eren  make*  it  known  in  the  leeeipt  that  he  ia  a  n«Bch 
anbjeot. 

IliB  reoeipt  for  tbeoe  IflS  bale*  of  eotten  waa  tranaftned  by  Talade  t«  A.  F.  H«b- 
Iftm,  of  New  Orleana,  who  reoeived  pay  for  tiiem  at  the  rat*  of  10  eenta  per  ponnd. 
(See  atatBinent  of  ootton  taken,  pace  43S,  and  tiw  ree^pta  of  A.  P.  NeMen  at  pacw 
dGO,  S61,  and  362,  in  Talade  v.  The  United  Stotea,  No.  S14.)  Thna  Valade  pwted 
with  hl«  raeelpt  for  the  168  balea  of  ootton,  and  Hoblooi  received  the  prooeedaof  m1» 
of  them.  The  reoeipt  of  Colonel  Sargent  (In  3646,  United  State*  Conrt  of  ClalMa,  in 
Penodin  e.  The  United  Statei)  ahowa  diat  Sargent  allowed  fttr  17  bale*  of  eottos  «a 
Talade'e  plantation.    In  addition,  at  page  61,  Swgent  again  allowa  for  the  addltieaal 

w-  -, u., ''-■-^-■--'~'-"Tn,»nd  theaeS4bale*werelDol»dedtoth* 

"lat  tberewei 
haeed  eitbei 

_  .    .  thatpaeeat         .  .    _ 

wan  ineladed  in  Bhoadea'  reoeipt,  and  theprpe««ii«  paid  to  Noblom  by  (Monel  BoU- 
hiri  In  1H63  and  ItM.  Peirodin  reeelTed  pay  for  the  «ame  eerenteen  bale*  when  ta 
exhibited  his  Judgment  from  tha  QoTnomeut  in  3646,  Conrt  of  Claim*.     It  may  and 

Erobably  will  be  said  that,  admitttna  that  Taladedid  reoeiTo  themooej  fhr  UeeottH, 
la  action  oodld  not  affect  Pmrodin^e  ol  ' 

el7baleiwhlal  ,  ..       „ 

.      .. -jelntUnatef^lendaandnaided  within  nine  riIIm  of  each  other. 

Under  the  drenniatanae*,  what  wonldPerrodln  have  doneafterihotriaore  by  the  Fed- 
eral oflloer  T  Wonld  he  not  have  gone  to  Talade  and  inqnirad  of  lilm  whether  a  receipt 
had  been  dven  by  the  Federal  officer T  Valade  had  either  to  lay  ye*  or  no.  He«M- 
tainly  wo  Ad  bare  aeked  the  nante  of  the  ofioer  who  made  the  aeiEnre.  Valad*  knew  IL 
Snppoee  Valade  bad  told  Penodin  that  the  officer  had  given  no  reeetpl.  Perredia 
wonld  havegone  to  Kboades,  who  wonld  donbtlcMhave  given  him  one.  P«rrodin,at 
page  838.  wasoxamlnedon  thepart  of  the  Government,  to  Kbow  how  and  nnder  what  eii^ 
cnmatanoe*  thte  donble  payment  waa  made  bv  the  Qovemment.  We  direct  the  apeeial 
attention  of  the  oommlNloner  to  thu  qneetion*  pat  to  Perroitln,  and  to  hi*  anaweia. 
Pemdia  waa  aaked  it  tt  was  to  hit  knowledge  that  cotton  had  been   Miied  oi    "  ' 

■e'apl         -  "  «...  .     .    ,  .. 

—rongl. _ _  __    _.      ._ 

the  Inderal  officer  had  given  Valade  a  receipt  for  the 
Valade  had  written  to  htm  that  the  Federal*  had  tak 
of  Perrodln.  H*  saya  that  he  aaw  Valade  some  daye  af 
aaked  If  Valade  bad  told  him  that  the  officer  had  given  him,  Vali 


nnmber  of  eeven  balea  on  Talade'. 
Jndgment  of  the  Conrt  of  Clalma. 


.    Thep 


ade'a  plantatimi.  He  taya  be  knew  it  thiongh  VaJade,  who  oommnnloated  it  tokim 
thiongh  an  officer  of  the  United  State*  Army.  He  waa  then  aaked  if  he  knew  that 
the  federal  officer  had  given  Valade  a  receipt  for  the  ootton.  Hia  answer  waa  that 
Valade  had  written  to  htm  that  the  Federal*  had  taken  his  ootton  a*  well  a*  that 
of  Perrodln.  H*  say*  that  he  aaw  Valade  some  daye  after  the  taking.  He  wa*  thM 
■ -        .    J-    .         .  .      "j^.,„eelpt.    To 


again  asked  if  Valade  had  informed  him  of  hia  having  obtained  a  raeelpt  for  the  oot- 
ton. Uls  auawar  was  that  be  did  not  recollect.  He  waa  asked  if  he  had  knowledn 
that  a  receipt  had  been  given  to  Talade  for  all  the  ootton  that  waa  on  hia,  Valad^i, 
place.     Again  be  antwered  that  he  did  not  recollect. 

A  photographlo  oopy  of  the  receipt  given  to  Valade  was  then  exhibited  t«  bin, 
which  be  read,  thowing  that  Talade  had  obtained  the  receipt  which  he  bad  trane- 
fened.  He  aaid  that,  ne  reoognlied  Valade'e  handwriting  and  signatare.  Ha  wis 
then  aaked  if  he  had  over  seen  the  reoeipt.  Again  be  did  not  reoolleot.  We  •obmil 
that  a  oarefnl  pemaal  of  Perrodlu'a  teetiAiony  ahows  conolnaively  that  he  knew  that 

Valade  bad  obt^ned  a  receipt  for  alt"- " '— '  —■" -"  ' •-'--• 

tdon.    Valade  protected  Langhland; 
protected  hi*  mend  Ferrodi  u  T 

Perrodln  waa  asked  at  page  836  bow  many  balea  ofootton  he  had  on  Valade'aplanta- 


oT  Colonel  Sargent,  p.  61.) 
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Tbo  jadgmant  of  th«  Cowt  of  CUlma  la  thiu  fruMd  <p,  U4,  printed  neord :) 

BdM. 

Colonel  SkTKenfB  receipt 316 

Theaerea  bklesin  »ddmon  to  the  MTenteeu  on  Valade'aplAee..,. 7 

On  HftlvBftQ's  plBOe U 

336 

Now,  if  wehftTDsbown  to  the  xAtiebotloii  of  the  CommiMlODen  thftt  Parrodin  wh 
Mitiulty  p»id  by  the  Ooveniment  tn  3M6  Tor  twenty -fbar  boles  <94  b&lee)  Id  exeeaa  of 
whftt  w>a  nMj  dae  to  him,  thU  onght  to  operate  >■  an  oSiiet  agklnat  any  -vtia 
cUlm  be  mftj  hare  for  eotton  not  embnuwd  in  3&4e  before  the  Conrt  of  Claima.  The 
OovaTnBMDt  waa  Inpaaed  upon  and  awimUed,  and  the  iclatioaB  that  ezlated  between 
Talade  and  Perrodtn  wwrMit  the  belief  that  Penodin  mnat  have  known  that  Talad* 
had  obtaloed  a  raeelpt  for  t 

B«apeetfiilly  anbinltted. 


BKIEF  FOB  CLAI&UNT  IN  BEPLT  TO  THE  BRIEF  FOR  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

JULXa   PKBRODUf      } 


The  objeotiona  pieaented  In  the  detendanf  a  brief  againat  the  elahnanVa  right  to  te- 
eover  are  not  analatned  bj  the  evideooe. 

The  dalmant'a  aliemge,  neutrality,  and  the  aeirore  and  appropiiatlon  of  hla  prop. 
«r^  by  the  Army  not  being  oontroverted,  need  not  be  OMiaiaered. 

We  will  now  eoaalder  the  pointa  raiaed  by  the  defonae. 


That  the  claimant  did  not  hare  the  amonnt  of  cotton  taken  by  the  Army  whioh  ha 


Itth  March,  1S63,  ThellBmai  Qaldry  sold  him  1B,000  ponnda  of  cotton  in  the  a 
batea  of  ginned  cotton). 

On  pp.61  and  63  appear  the  bill  of  lale,  receipts  given  by  Qnidry  h>  Perrodin,  which 
bave  the  same  datu  of  parchsac,  Beptember  1^  IMfS,  March  11,  1963,  and  agreeing  in 
the  amonnt  and  kind  of  cotton  teBtifled  to  by  Perrodin. 

ThetUmar  Gaidry,  now  dead,  on  December -29,  186^,  teatifled  In  caae  of  Jnlea  Perro- 
din r.  United  States,  No.  354fj,  Conrt  of  Claims,  iatruduced  in  evidence  by  defense, 
(p.  9&),aays(pp.  101,  102)  that  on  the  ISth  of  September,  1882,  he  told  20  bales  of  cot- 
ton In  the  seed,  of  400  poauds  each,  to  claimant,  which  he  obligated  himself  to  gio 
for  blm,  Bodon  the  Uth  of  March,  1863,  besoldlobim  18,000  [lonnds  of  cotton  in  the 
aeed,  which  he  was  paid  for  at  the  time  of  the  sale,  as  the  receipts  show. 

Nov,  then,  if  the  evidence  of  tbe  vendor  and  vendee,  and  the  receipt  which  passed 
between  them,  which  agree  in  every  particatar,  is  not  conclusive  proof  of  the  time 
of  the  purchase,  tbe  amount  and  kind  of  property  purchased  by  tbe  vendee  (Perro- 
din), then  nothinK  is — no  higher  evidence  can  be  produced,  and  it  cannot  h«  qnea- 
tloni'd,  especially  In  tbe  presence  of  Inferiorproof.  , 

Again,  Achille  Babinean,  tbe  manager  of  Tbetismar  Gnidry'a  plantation  at  thetliqe 
of  the  sale  of  the  said  cotton,  testided  December  29,  1H6H,  tn  case  Mo.  354S,  Court  of 
Claims  (p.  50),  this  record  (p.  100),  that  to  his  knowledge  the  claimant  had  at  The- 
llamnr  Quidry's  about  30  or  40  bales  of  cotton;  that  in  October  and.  November,  1863, 
the  Federal  troops  under  Qrover  took  lotflof  cotton  in  the  aeed  alTbelismarQuidry'a 
plantation. 

tin.  Quidry's  evidence  (pp.  S4, 25.240)  is  corroborative  of  the  above. 

As  ooDuael  fur  the  United  Btatee  have  gone  back  of  the  vendor's  and  vendee's  eri* 
Aouco  and  tbe  receipt  which  passed  between  them  as  to  the  amount  of  cotton,  and 
endeavored  to  ahow  that  the  Ooidry  plantation  conld  not  prodnce  the  amonnt  of  cot- 
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ton  in  qaestion  la  sn;  one  year,  we  will  prooend  to  examine  the  proof  Id  that  dine- 
tion  pro  and  cod. 

Urs.  Oaidry  skvs  (p.  5G)  tliat  w«  were  in  the  itablt  of  niBkioK  for  a  aeriea  of  yean 
from  45  to  60  ba]t»  of  cotton. 

It  caDDot  be  presumed  that  Pprrodin  pnrcbaeed  lest  cotton  from  Onidry  tbaa  tbe; 
botli  have  testitled  to,  and  which  appears  in  the  bill  of  ealu  (pp.  61,62).  Pemdia 
njuBt  have  satislied  himerlf  that  he  had  that  amonnt  of  cotton,  or  tie  wonid  not  hava 
porchased  it.  The  cotton  could  not  have  been  ((rowing  in  the  tield  at  the  time,  fof 
a  |:iveu  amonnt  was  purchased,  and  if  it  waa,  theie  was  more  cotton  raiard  eaehy#u 
than  was  purchased  b;  Perrodin,  viz,  SO  bales  in  the  seed  and  18,000  ponnda  in  the 
aeeil,  as  we  will  see,  and  out  of  this  lot  we  now  only  olaim  lU  balea. 

Theodore  D.  Kalconrt,  a  planter  and  near  neiehbor  of  Oaldiys,  aays  (pp.  M7,  -US) 
that  Ouidry  in  1660  had  a  crib  full  of  cotton,  which  contained  from  IH  to  m  bales  of 
cotton,  and  a  nllery  attachrd  to  his  corn-crib  In  which  be  bad  four  to  fiTe  balca. 
He  (Kal conn.)  from  1860  to  1S61  raiaed  an  average  crop  of  53  bates  of  400  pound* 
each  ;  that  Ouidr.y  cultivated  about  the  same  quantit;  of  land,  with  abont  ttte  aams 
force  as  he  did ;  that  Guidry's  laud  was  somewhat  amieTior  to  his  in  fertility ;  ttiat 
before  the  war  crops  were  hardly  shipped  before  the  following  year,  bnt  the  crops  of 
1860-1661  were  kept  at  home  on  account  of  the  war.  He  says  (oroM-exaiainabon, 
pp.  249,  260)  the  laud  Id  Qnldry's  neighborhood  prodacud  from  half  to  three-qnaiten 
of  a  bale  to  the  acre ;  the  years  1 659- I860-1H61  were  extraordinary  years  for  oottoa; 
they  were  not  good  for  corn  ;  were  too  dry. 

He  says  (re-exanii nation,  pp.  250,  251)  that  the  farmers  diapoaad  of  their  crops  lot 
the  years  1060-1861  to  the  couniry  merchants. 

Augustin  Dnniinlque,  who  was  in  charge  of  Qiiidry's  plantation  dnring  hia  abaenea 
in  war,  says  (p.  62)  when  the  battle  of  Bayon  Barbeauz  was  fonght  (Kuveniber  3, 

1663)  there  were  aome  45  bales  of  01    "  ™    •■        -  " 

ton  was  unginned  and  in  the  seed 
the  cuttou  as  it  was  picked. 

He  says,  croas-examiuaiioa  (p.  53),  the  cotton  above  mentioned  was  all  grown  and 
raised  on  Tbeliemnr  Guidr.t  's  plantation ;  we  cultivated  65  arpenta  or  mora  in  ootloa. 

Dominique  says  (p.  54)  that  there  was  no  gin  on  Thelismar  Ouidry's  plantatjoo, 
which  the  counsel  for  the  defense  adopts  (brief,  p.  4),  and  says  that  this  Cact  afford* 
evidence  of  the  stnalluew  of  his  (Ouidry's)  crib,  Ac.     How  this  fact  oould  make  hi* 

Gribsmallerit  is  difficult  to  see:  but  it  is  well  t  '"' 

their  own  witnesses,  and  whii  whs  also  the  slave 
gin  was  the  only  one  in  The  nei^bborbnod." 

We  do  not  thiuk  that  this  point,  whether  Ouidry  hod  a  gin  or  not,  playa  any  part 
here  other  ihau  to  show  that  the  counsel  for  the  defense  prefer  to  believe  oor  witne« 
instead  of  their  own,  wblch  we  aru  quite  willing  that  they  should  do;  and  haviu^ 
adopted  in  part  what  our  witneas  saict,  tbey  must  adopt  all  he  said,  which  ahowstbst 
Onidry  raised  in  any  one  year  more  cotton  than  Perrodin  purchased  from  him,  which 
also  the  evidence  of  Kalcourt  distinctly  shows,  and  Mrs.  Oiildiy's.  Perrodin's  aod 
Ouidry's  evidence,  and  tbe  bill  iif  sale  above  referred  to,  fally  aettlea  theomoaniof 
cotton  sold  by  Oiiidty  to  Pernrdin,  aud  whether  Guidry  bod  a  gin  or  not  is  of  no  coo- 
•eqoencB  in  face  of  the  fact  which  has  boeu  establisbeil  Iteyoiid  a  donbt  tb»t  be  raissd 
the  cotton  on  his  own  plantation  ;  that  he  raised  each  year  more  cotton  than  he  mid 
to  Perrodin,  and  that  Perrodin  claims  less  cotton  than  be  purchased,  which  waa  taken 
by  the  United  Stales  Army. 

We  will  now  examiue  tbe  evidence  of  tbe  defense. 

Beuben,  an  inleniperaiBue)!ro,ODce  tbe  slave  of  Guidry,  whose  character  ia  smirched, 
being  once  indicted  for  perjury,  says  (p.  220)  : 

"Thai  he  was  on  the  Thelismar  Oiiidrv  plantation  when  the  Federals  ome  tn  this 
parish  in  1863;  was  in  Opetousas  with  Thelismar  Onidry  when  the  battle  of  Bayoi 
Barbeanx  was  fought;  wan  on  the  ploceadayortwoafter  tbe  battle;  thtt*  waaaoo^ 
ton  crib  on  tbe  place,  which,  whenfllled,  cootalned  10  bales ;  don't  think  it  waaqaiu 
full  when  the  Federals  came  there." 

On  oroaa-ezamiaalion  (p.  222): 

"Q.  Were  you  not  In  the  Confederate  army  with  von 
yon  remain  with  biniT— A.  I  was;  I  remained  with  nin 
in  tbe  army. 

"Q  Did  yoa  work  in  tbe  field  in  the  cnltivation  of  the  cotton  alluded  tof— A.  I 
did ;  1  worked  on  tbe  plautatioo  in  rankiujt  all  the  cotton  that  was  made  then. 

"<}.  How  could  yon  work  in  the  field  making  cotton  and  be  in  the  army  with  your 
master f — A.  No  cotton  was  made  on  the  plooe  when  I  was  in  the  army;  only  con 

On  poM  103  Onidry  says  he  went  into  the  Confederate  army  in  September,  tB61, 
and  remained  until  the  cloae  of  the  war.  He  waa  at  home  on  furloaglL  wban  be  wM 
the  cotton. 
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How,  it  i»  admilted  by  Benben  that  be  wu  with  hi!  master,  Qnidiy,  in  the  •rmy 
from  IS61  to  1863,  ezeept  when  thej  retiirDeil  ODoe  or  twice  on  furlongh. 

It  is  erideat,  then,  that  he  knew  Dotlilng  ftbont  what  he  wm  teaUfyiuK  to.  He 
aaya  in  oue  breath  that  there  were  only  10  bales  of  cotton  in  the  erib,  and  that  he 
helped  to  make  all  the  cotton  that  was  made,  and  in  the  nest  that  Onidr;  raieqfl 
nothing  bnt  ooru  when  he  waa  in  the  arm;.  If  Ouidry  raised  nuthinK  but  corn  at 
that  t^e  there  would  have  been  no  cotton  to  pnt  into  the  orili.  And  yet  Beulien 
admita  (p.  22fi)  that  there  was  on  Glaidry's  plantation  a  booM,  a  crib  oontaining  two 
rooma,  whieh,  with  the  other  cotton  criba,  woHld  hold  over  40  balee  of  oottoo ;  that 
h«  did  not  recolleot  whether  there  waa  any  other  oolton  OD  the  plantation  tban  he 
kllnded  to ;  that  it  might  be  there  wer«  some  (more)  there. 

Talery  laya  (p.  227}  that  tliere  were  30  bales  under  hie  (Onidry'a)  gin-houM,  wbioh 
waa  taken  by  the  Federals.  *  *  •  There  ma;  (have)  been  other  ootton  tWe.  I 
am  only  positive  as  to  the  30  halaa. 

Tietoria  Green  (p.  230)  says  she  don't  know  what  mouth  cotton  is  aetnally  planted, 
and  on  orosa-exammation  that  abe  can't  welt  state  the  uaaal  average  of  bales  of  ootton 
made  on  the  plantation  of  Thelismar  Ooidry;  atone  time  ID  bales  were  made  there; 
bIm  ean't  say  what  month  the  Federal  army  oame ;  whether  in  the  fall  or  spring,  or 

If  tnis  witness,  who  was  raioed  on  a  cotton  plantation,  does  not  know  what  month 
ootton  ia  planted,  don't  know  the  nsaal  average  bales  of  ootton  raised  by  Quidry, 
don't  know  the  month,  the  year,  or  season  the  Federals  oame,  how  is  she  able  to  rec- 
olleot, the  leas  ineignifloant  thing  to  her,  that  Qatdry's  crib  waa  not  quite  fall  of  cot- 
ton, and  that  at  one  time  ten  batea  of  cotton  were  made,  which  occnrred  SO  years 
ago  I  There  seems  to  be  only  two  Ideas  fioating  In  Benben'saod  Green's  mind  In  this 
case,  and  that  is  that  the  cribs  on  Qnidry's  place  wen  not  quite  Aill  of  cotton,  and 
that  there  might  have  been  ten  bales  there. 

II. 

That  claimant's  sogar  was  not  need  by  the  troops,  bnt  pillaged  by  the  negroea  and 
soldiers. 

Item  4  (8  hotheads  of  gngor).  The  objection  of  the  counsel  for  the  defense  to  this 
item  is  rather  imaginary  than  real.  He  asserts  in  brief  (page  6}  tliat  the  negroes  wen 
lawless,  and  that  they  therefore  must  have  taken  most  of  toe  sagar.  But  there  is  no 
evidence  to  Hnstain  thia  theory. 

Claimant  says  (page  35)  that  In  December,  1E)63,  he  bought  of  Offatt  Brothers  eight 
hoesbeads  of  sugar,  weighing  on  the  average  9,600  poDods;  he  paid  for  the  said  Hnxar 
and  left  it  in  the  ousfody  of  W.  S.  Gibson,  who  bad  charge  of  the  plantation  of  Offntt 
Brotbers. 

«n  says  (pagi 

Bpon  the  pla __ _  ,  .  __   _    „.    . . 

Mr.  OOutt,  before  leaving  said  plantation,  sold  some  hogs- 
uesiia  ui  BiiKac  [u  mr.  .j  iilea  Ferrodlu,  who  placed  the  sugar  in  the  custody  of  her  naa- 
band,  and  it  remained  locked  in  the  sugar-boDse  of  Offntt  Brothers  nntil  the  siigar- 
honse  was  bunt  open  by  the  Federal  troops  some  time  in  the  year  1U64,  and  all  the 
augar  was  taken  away  (pi^{e  SO).  She  states  how  it  was  taken,  and  tbat  she  made 
complaint  to  an  officer,  who  waa  a  captain,  that  the  sngar  was  being  taken  by  the 

And  on  pp.  58  and  G9  she  SAfs  that  all  the  sugar  in  the  sugar-bonse  «a*  takfn 
away  :  that  they  Iiod  the  bey  of  the  sugar-house ;  that  the  Federal*  gained  entrance 
into  the  sugnr-honae  by  bursting  the  doors. 

Therefore  it  is  evident  that  the  sugar  waa  not  destroyed  hy  the  negroes,  and  it  can- 
not be  preanmed  that  Ferrodlu,  who  waa  a  careful  bnain ess  man  and  merobant,  would 
pnrchaae  sugar  and  atore  It  if  there  waaany  danger  of  it  being  carried  off  bylawleaa 


Counsel  for  the  defense  in  hia  brief  (p.  6)  saya  that  Colonel  Offtatt  was  nf  tboee  who 
fled  to  Texoa  with  all  hia  able-bodied  negroee,  and  tbat  the  advent  of  the  Federal 
troope  into  St.  Landry  parish  meant  •mancipation,  Ac. 

Now,  there  is  no  evidence  to  snatain  tbln  assertioti ;  and  anppoee  there  was,  and  that 
Colonel  OfFutt  went  to  T*xaa  with  all  his  negroes,  there  would  have  been  no  negroee 
on  tbat  plantation  where  the  sugar  waa  ator^  to  commit  depredations;  and  if  they 
were  there,  there  ta  no  evidence  to  ahow  that  they  did  destroy  the  sngar.  This  is  the 
flret  time  we  have  seen  it  announced  in  the  official  paper  that  the  negroes  were  law- 
leaa  and  lived  on  plunder  in  the  South  durinfj  the  war.  If  there  la  any  one  thing  tor 
which  thIa  race  ia  entitled  to  the  higheat  praise  and  credit,  it  ia  for  tbelr  law-abiding 
and  snbmiaaion  to  the  wronga  which  were  iaSicted  upon  them. 

Oti*  Lunt  aaya  (pp.  56,  57)  that  he  visited  the  oampa  of  the  Federal  troops  in  the 
year  1964  to  aell  milk  and  bntter.  That  he  knew  aome  of  the  Federal  offloere  whoae 
oompa  heviaited.    That  he  often  went  into  the  said  sngat-houae  in  company  with 
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Uantoiumt  Pompaoa  Hid  Fadcnd  aoMMn.  Bomeof  tbeMigarwaBlBhoMteada  ami 
•ome  in  rata.  Tnera  w«n  wtw*!  hogabaada  of  angar.  Ha  a*w  aone  FaOMal  aaliim 
•atincaftidaagM'WKloanTingitftWky  inbaakataMd  ia  tbair  bftvanMeka.  TUaauar 
waa  tnoa  token  bj  the  aoldkca  in  preaeooe  of  IJe«teiiant  PenpaBo.  IVa  aoldMn 
wovld  help  themaelTM  to  thia  aogar,  and  woold  go  »w^  in  the  praaeaee  of  tbato  «tt- 

Ho  aara  on  eraaa-exsminatlaii  (p.  BS)  Im  did  not  aee  aaid  aoldlna  daatfoy  or  wmIi 
aiv  of  (the)  angat.    What  they  took  Ihej  aeemed  to  take  tot  their  pcnonsl  ■ 

It  oannot  be  nialiit*iiiad  that  the  aeinue  and  nae  of  tiie  aogar  1^  tho  aiMi 
pillage,  aa  it  waa  taken  in  the  pnaenoa  of  their  omoaia  and  with  theii 
It  UJnat  the  aame  aa  if  the  offloen  took  it  thenarina  and  taamd  it  t 

There  iaeTeryraaann  to  belieToHiattiwoMoeia  ordered  the  aoldteia  to  tt 

It  aimply  aaved  the  eiiMiinlooation  of  the  ooamiaiarr  taking  it  and  iaaning  II 

aoldiera.    TheresponalbUitr  of  tbeOorenimentia  tbeaniiM;  tba  aoldlen  vaad 

It  aaTadtheiaaningof  angarrationaM  tboB,  aDdaaTadtbeOoTemsaeBtiat  thnttiset 
In  paying  ont  money  to  parebaae  the  angar.  It  waa  a  gnat  adraatnge  to  Ao  Qeren* 
meat  to  pnrehaae  ita  ratlona  witiiont  ooat  and  withont  tranaportatlon  at  thnt  time, 
and  bardlj  oonporta  with  the  dinii^  of  the  Oorernment  to  allege  th*t  thin  angv 
waa  taken  witlioiit  anthority,  and  waa  pillage. 


ThatU  balea  of  elelmant^ioattDn  paid  for  hjr  the  Ooveminent  In  ei 
Claima,  was  paid  for  by  the  Qorennnent  to  Velade,  tharsfore  It  on 
aet-offinti 

Tlie  thee 
S4  balea  of  .  . 

of  Claims,  ror  24  balea  of  cotton  iocloded  in  the  lot  of  cotton  for  « 
waa  paid,  oannot  be  ■nataloed. 

We  will  examine  the  &ata. 

On  paged,  defondaoA  brief,  appear*  the fhUowIngrMMlpt of  Ueotanaat  Sbondea; 

"Stais  or  LomsuxA, 

"  Pmrttk  afSU  iMirjt : 
"  I,  the  nndenlgned,  do  herehyeertify  that  I  have  thIa  day  taken  fbr  the  naa  of  thi 
United  Statea  QoTenment  (him  Theodore  Talnde'a  plantation  ISS  balea  of  cottoa.* 
"C.  W.  C.  BHOADES, 
"UntLUKJtKnl  Cn^am^  H,  Fortf-JIrtt M4MaeliMtlU  FtlmMtttrt." 

a  thafeUowing  woidf 


"  74  balea  belonging  to  O.  L.  Langhland. 
!M  balea  belonging  to  Fierra  Labetie. 
64  bale*  belonging  to  Theodore  Talade,  French  aobjaot. 


Now,  then.  If  Penodln'a  34  balea  of  cotton  waa  included  in  thia  lot  of  ootton,  why 
woald  be  not  have  been  given  credit  for  it  T  For  if  Pwrodin  and  Talade  ware  Um 
intimate  fKenda  which  the  defenae  claima  they  were,  why  would  not  Valade  hare 
named  Perradin'a  ootton,  aa  he  did  Laaghland'a  and  Laberie'a,  ou  Bhoadea*  reeeiptf 

Bui  the  &ct  la  the  cotton  which  Perrodin  bad  arored  ou  Talade'B  plantatioD  wm 
nnotherlotof  cotton,  and  wM  not  inclnded  in  the  receipt  given  by  Lieutenant  Bheadn 


to  Talade,  aa  will  appear  by  Talade**  teatimony. 

In  case  Ko.  3646,  Conit  of  Claima,  Talade  tertifiea,  Jannary  &,  I8G0  (p.  140,  oaae  K*. 
90):  "I  had  in  ohaTge  for  olaimantatmy  plantation  a  lot  of  ootton  when  the  Fadenli 
flnt  came  ben  in  IH63;  I  had  17  balea;  these  oottoniwere  bought  from  Sebaetiaa 
Ualveaux,  Adolpha  HalTeani,  Joaqain  L.  Petre,  and  Baptlste  ll«lv>«nx ;  titeoa  eoitsM 
weie  taken  away  by  Lientenaut  Rboadea.  Forty-fint  Maaaachuaetti^  In  M^r,  1H3;  1 
waa  there  pmaent  and  proteated  againat  the  taking  a^d  cotton  f  no  leeeipt  waa  givM 
for  said  cotton,  nor  payment  made  fbr  it." 

And  in  Ihla  Talade  ia  oorrobonted  by  three  of  the  partiea  who  aold  their  eotton  ts 
Perradio  to  be  delivered  to  Talade'*  plaolation  for  Perrodin. 

BaptiBte  MalvBanz  say*  (p.  136)  that  in  the  year  IHeS  he  aold  to  claimant  3  bate 
*r  cotton,  which  he  delivered  on  Talade'*  planUtion. 
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BrtNwtiMlUTMiiXMraCp.  136)tlwt  bawUto  oUlnuKittlMlMof  wttMi,  wbiob 
hti  dBUverad  kt  U»  gln-hoiiM  of  Ur.  TaUde. 

On  pp.  H  Hid  Bl,  CMS  3546,  Coart  of  ClAima,  !•  the  recdpt  giTen  by  Colonel  8w- 
nkirt  to  PBTTodln,  wblcb  inolade*  tbo  uld  17  b»lM  of  cotton,  vid  ibow*  tbst  Peno- 
dlu  pnmTiaonrt  tbe  uid  eottoo  from  Petce  and  tho  tbne  HaJTBaoza,  and  aron  giToa 
tba  d«ta  of  the  porobaaa. 

On  pa(a  61  of  %46  SarReant  in  hiareoeiptrefan  toTmorabalestakenfromTalado's 

mauiMr  In  wUeh  be  gan  reeeipta  ftai 

He  •*;•:  "The  oommiiaUined  oOeenof  my  regtmanl  (Sarnant  waaeolonel  and 
Rhoadea  iraa  llentenant  of  tlw  41at  Haaa.  Vol'*),  retomlng  to  Opelonaaa  with  the  oot> 
ton  aelzed,  nported  to  me  the  place  and  penon  whenoe  it  waa  taken — I  mean  the  eot> 
ton  or  prndnote.  Tbronirb  that  meana  ia  the  only  way  I  knair  wboae  ootton  bad  been 
taken ;  the  offloen  bringing  to  ma  a  lueuimandnm  of  the  nnmber  of  balei  of  ootton, 
the  plantation  atamp,  nnmbw,  and  letter;  peiaona npmted or  claiming  to  own  it.  In 
aneh  eaaea  I  gave  a menKmradniD  noaiptfor  raeh aeiinna;  I  have  no  maanaof  know- 
inK  other  than  I  bare  stated  aa  to  taking  cotton  from  Jolee  Penodin;  my  teoeipta 
w^l  ^ow  from  whom  cotton  waa  taken.'" 


It  ia  BTldent  that  there  wera  two  aeiznrM  of  cotton  by  Llentenant  Rhoadea  from 
Talade'a  plantttUan.  One  nisiire  inclnded  the  IflS  balea  for  which  Rboadei  gave  a 
receipt,  and  the  other  24  balsa,  for  which  ho,  aooordiog  to  the  evidence  of  ValadenT* 
no  receipL  or  Sargent  wonld  nolhaTeli]elDdedtheBameS4  halee  in  bia  receipt  to  Pet- 
rodio.  The  offloera  did  not  give  receipt  twice  for  the  aame  cotton.  Rhoadea  only  re- 
ported that  lot  toBargent  which  hedidnot  give  receipt  for.  He,aaw)Il  be  teen  by  Sar- 
gent's receipt,  waa  partlcnlar  in  deacribing  the  cotton  to  Sargent  which  he  had  not 
given  a  receipt  for,  ao  that  It  conld  not  be  confonnded  with  that  which  he  had  givaD 
a  receipt  for. 

Whether  or  not  Talade  got  a  receipt  from  Kboadea  for  hia  own  cotton  waa  a  matter 
of  nopartiealarconcem  toFerrodin,&iaamQchashn(PeRodln)hadbeenglTenareeelpt 
tot  him  oottoD  by  Sarcent,  which  waa  etored  on  Talade's  plantation.  Tbeiefora  the 
theotyaet  oat  by  the  defence  In  their  brief  (pp.  10  and  ll)maat  lalI,fot  there  ia  noth- 
ing to  aapport  it,  and  the  21  balea  of  Peirodfn'a  ootton  laclnded  in  Bargent'i  receipt 
aa  taken  mm  Valade'a  plantation  not  being  Inoloded  in  Rhoadea' teoeipt  for  102  balea 
taken  fr«m  aame  plantation,  it  can  hardly  "  operate  aa  an  oS-mX  (aet-off)  againat  may 
valid  claim  he  may  hava  for  cotton  not  embraced  in  3646  before  Uie  Coortof  Claima,*' 
•a  it  ia  an  entirely  different  lot  of  cotton,  and  nnder  any  oironmstaneeaeonldnotaSiiet 
Pemtdin'a  right  to  recover  here. 

But  aappoae  that  the  ailegationa  of  the  defenae  were  tme,  that  Valade  was  paid  by 
the  Oovemmentfbr  24  bales  of  Penodin'a  ootton,  which  Perrodln  waa  afterwarda  paid 
for  by  the  Oovemment.  What  baa  that  to  do  with  tbia  caaeT  Abaolntely  nothing. 
Perrodio  baa  not  perpetrated  a  fraud  on  the  Oovemment.  He  bad  nothinK  to  do  wlui 
TaUda^B  bnalneiw.  nod  If  the  Oovemment  paid  bim  for  Perrodln'a  cotton,  that  ia  their 
Mt  look  to  Valaae,  and  not  to  Perrodln,  an  iunooant  party, 

Perrodln  ia  not  claiming  here  eottotrtbat  waa  aeised  by  the  Oovemment  and  abinpad 
to  New  Orleana,  which  waa  the  diapoeition  made  of  the  ootton  inclnded  in  Rhoadaa's 
and  Sargent**  reoelpto,  bat  for  cotton  oaad  in  the  aeed  by  the  United  Btatea  Army  for 
bedding  and  hoapiial  pnrpoeea. 
Raapeotfally  anbmitted. 

THEODORE  H.  N.  HcPHERSON, 

AMoial  CiraawL 
ALEX.  PORTER  HORSE, 

jMUI»nt  Cmnuel/ar  tika  PtwuA  Btpahlio, 
WjkSBixBioii,  Ntitembw  8,  18S3. 


No.  88. 

Mr.  BotttwtU  to  Mr.  Frelinffhuj/teti. 

French  and  Ahbrioan  Olaimb  Commission, 
WoiXington,  FOrvarf  17, 18S2.    (Received  Pebniary  20, 1882.) 
Sir  :  I  have  the  bopor  to  inoloee  herewith  a  copy  of  a  letter  firom  Mri 
Orimand  de  Gaax,  the  agent  of  the  French  Oovernment  in  reference  t6 
the  applicataoD  of  the  principle  recoRnized  in  the  case  of  Isaac  Taylor 
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V.  Tbe  French  Bepablic  to  certain  cases  pending  before  this  G 
in  behalf  of  citizens  of  France,  against  the  Uoited  States;  and  to  mj 
that  I  have  transmitted  to  Mr,  de  Caax  a  list  of  the  cases  which  appear 
to  me  to  fall  within  the  principle  referred  to. 

Whenever  I  receive  notice  from  the  a^eut  of  the  French  Ooremmeiit 
of  his  action  in  the  cases  mentioned,  I  shall  at  once  report  the  lesnlt  to 
you. 

I  have,  &c., 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWBLI/, 
Agent  and  Oountelfor  the  United  Statei. 


Mr.  i»  Camx  to  Ifr.  Bwttpetl. 

Wabhimotok,  FibravTf  14,  ISS. 

Mr.  AOBHT :  It  iMine  tram  *  lelt«r  reoently  »ddreMed  to  too  b}r  tbe  miniBtci  of  tli* 
Franch  Bepnbllc  near  tbe  Unitud  Statet,  that  resting  npon  tbe  iDtoipretation  giiea 
by  ooiDmon  coQMDt,  Id  December  laat,  to  Article  II  of  tbe  oonveotioa  of  tbe  15tb  <lt 
JuDHar;,  1890,  tbe  Seeratary  of  St«te  baa  appl<»l  to  Ur.  Oatrer  to  aak  tbt  tfa«  with- 
dmwal  of  a  certain  DDmberof  cltiliDa  pr^teotMl  before  the  Mixed  Commmioa  agaiait 
the  OoTernmeat  of  the  United  Statue,  a  liat  of  wblob  i%  annesed  to  tbe  letter  ol  Mr. 
FrrlinKfauyaeu. 

This  lilt  had  been  fkirniabed  the  Department  of  State  by  jonr  Msiataut  coniueL 

As  it  i»  the  dntf  of  tbe  ajt^nt  of  the  French  Repnblic  to  atate  the  facta  and  1«  ei- 
•iiiliiewhetbertheca»e8{a^airti)  indicated,  come  or  Dot  vithin  the  scope  of  the  treaty, 
the  minister  of  France  baa  only  been  able  to  tranamlt  to  me,  simply  and  purely  l£» 
list  in  qnesflon  reserving  his  intcrventionincaseonly  of  any  disattreement  ansingbr- 
tweeD  tbe  af(enta  of  the  two  Govurnmenta  aa  to  the  application  of  one  or  more  aiti- 
oles  nf  tbetrpaty.  While  regrettinK  then,  Mr.  Agent,  that  tbis  list  bad  not  beeoi  re- 
warded to  ne  directly  by  you,  I  hasten  to  aasnre  you  that  besides  bein^  pcvecribed  bj 
my  Inalmctinns  I  shall  make  It  my  duty  to  withdraw  the  claims  contained  in  tbe  lit! 
that  you  will  Hnd  nu  the  other  aide,  aa  aoon  aa  yon  will  have  flirnished  proob  tbit 
they  nave  been  tbe  subject  of  a  former  ruling— prooGi  which  in  Jaatitying  the  nieia- 
ares  I  shall  have  to  take,  will  cover  my  reaponsiliility  in  regard  to  tbe  parties  inter- 
ealed. 

I  will  be  obliged  to  yon.  Mr  Agent,  if  yon  will  fumishme  with  these  proofs  aaKMn 
•■  possible.  I  fl<>  not  doDDt  that  an  agT>-«ment  will  eHsily  be  eatabliahed  ttetween  oa, 
and  that,  aa  tbe  Secretary  of  St.kte  expressed  in  his  letter  of  Decemlier  ITIaat,  to  tbe 
nilniater  of  the  French  Repnblic,  ioformlnE  him  of  the  withdraws)  of  the  oImih,  Tbt- 
UrK'o.  Ir.  The  Republic  of  Franof,  "theletleraa  well  aa  the  spirit"  of  Article  II  of 
the  convention  ahall  faithfully  receive  their  full  observance  on  your  aide  aa  on  mine. 

"™'       ''  E.  OEUUUD  D»  CAUX 


Mr.  Frelinghuygm  to  Mr.  BoutieelL 

Dbpabtuent  op  State, 

Washington,  March  20, 1882. 
Sir:  Acknowledging  tbe  receipt  of  yoar  letter  of  the  7th  instant,  in 
which  yon  set  forth  the  necessity  for  an  additional  appropriation  of 
tl(Ml,00(l  for  the  expenses  of  the  Prepch  and  American  Claims  Oommig- 
sion  for  the  next  flKoal  year,  I  beg  to  inform  yon  that  I  have  sent  copies 
of  yoar  oommnnication  to  the  appropriat«comraittee8of  Gongreas,  with 
letters  recommending  that  the  appropriation  asked  for  be  made. 
I  am,  &C., 

FBED.  T.  FBELINQHUYSKN. 
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No.  87, 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frdingkuyten, 

Fbbhoh  and  Ahbbioah  Ciaimb  CouMisaioN, 

151S  H  Stbbbt, 
Waakington,  April  15,  1882. 
Sib  :  Agreeably  to  the  request  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
of  the  Honse  ^  BepreseDtatives,  transmitter]  in  your  letter  of  the  Itith 
instanl,  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith,  for  the  nse  of  that  com- 
mittee, a  statemeot  abowiug  the  coaditioa  of  the  docket  of  the  French 
and  AmeriuaQ  Olaima  Oommisalon. 
I  have,  &c« 

GEOEGE  8.  BOUT.WELL, 
Agent  and  Countet/or  tMe  United  Statet. 


FasKCR  AXD  Akkbioak  Claims  CoHiasaioit, 

WaiUngtm,  April  13, 1869; 

CONDITIOH  or  TBI  IK>CEMT. 

(10 

NamborofeMH«gijD«t  the  United  SMtM 788 

Number  of  ohm  ftgainat  tbo  Fianoh  Bspablio. 19 

t.  QtoM  uoonDt  oMmed  •g^iut  the  United  State* ! 

Prineipil $17,681,039  IB 

ATsnge  intenat,  90  yean  kt  S  per  eeot 17,601,039  18 

ToUl 35,.'t«2,D7»  36 

S.  Omw  Amount  cUimed  ftgaiuit  the  French  Bepnblio : 

Principal 8,427,541  21 

Arerage  intereat,  IS  fears  at  6  per  cent 1, 830, 656  91 

ToUl 4,24iJ,197  12 


Awarda  agaioat  the  United  States,  5. 
(a)  AmoDDt  awarded : 

Principal K«97  34 

Interest 4,559  97 


2.  Awards  againat  the  Franch  Repnblio,  0. 


Number  of  claims  against  the  United  States  dismiased,  101. 
(a)  Amount  of  claims  disallowed : 

PriDoipal |1, 057,^30  tW 

Interest,  20  yean  at  5  per  cent 1,057,630  96 

Total 2,115,261  92 


3.  Number  of  oases  against  the  French  Republic  dismissed,  1. 
(a)  Number  of  oases  against  the  French  Bepnblio  withdrawn,  I. 
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(6.) 

1.  Hrrt  OMe  filed  DeoembeT  22,  IBSO. 

2.  LMtoue  filed  Septamber  22, 1881. 

(6.) 
1.  CaM*  against  the  United  Statea  where  teatimoiiT  on  part  of  elalauoit  h  ekwd, 
Caaea  agalnat  Freneh  BepnUio  where  teetiMMWj  on  part  of  elaluaBt  ia  iilneiil,  L 

(7.) 

1.  CasM  agaiuat  the  United  SUtea  aabmitted,  bat  not  decided,  6, 

3.  CaaM  againat  the  Franoli  B«pnblie  BDhmltted,  but  not  deoldad.  0. 

(8.) 

X»mttr<^eiuetfi»mtATtipMttMStatm. 

(0.)    Againat  the  United  StotM: 

AUbama !I 

Afkaoaaa U 

Catifomla 1 

Florida 4 

Georgia 4 

High  seal J 

Indiana S 

Kentnoky 8 

Loniaiana W 

HiHOari i 

HiMlHfppi K 

Uesioo 1 

Mexico,  Ontf  of 1 

Peniu;lvania 1 

Rhode  Island 1 

Sonth  Carolina IS 


Texas 

TirginiA .. 


Frkmch  akd  Auricak  Claihs  CoxMunoif, 

WaiUnslo^,  Aprti  15,  1881 
Sir  :  It  appears  from  an  interview  with  Lieat.  William  M.  Qroarenor  that  he  vui* 
a  report  to  General  Banke  iu  18b3  or  1864  in  regard  to  the  claim  of  Uranie  Csmbnir, 
now  pending  before  thia  Commisaton. 

I  have  the  honor  to  request  ;ua,  in  case  you  deem  it  expedient  so  to  do,  to  oall  nvoa 
the  Secretary  of  War  for  a  certified  copy  of  all  -papers  that  may  be  on  file  in  uat 
Department  iu  regard  to  said  claim. 
The  memorial  in  the  oase  is  herewith  inclosed. 
I  have,  &o.,  ' 


JOHN  DATIS, 


(b. )    Againat  the  Frenob  Bepnblio : 


High  seai 
Haxloo  . 


o^k 
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WjL»BOtaiO»,  4]M«  16,  1B8B. 


Mr,  FreUmglmy$em  to  Mr.  SoutieeU. 

Dbpabtment  of  State, 

Washington,  May  12, 1882. 

Sib  :  Beferrlng  to  correBpondence  and  inunrriews  reepectiDg  a  qaes- 
tion  tlint  has  arisea  aa  to  the  difference  between  the  French  aad  English 
texts  of  the  olaims  conrention  of  Janaary  15, 1880,  between  France 
and  the  United  States,  I  have  now  to  inclose  copies  of  a  oorrespondenoe 
which  has  taken  place  between  the  French  ministar  at  Washin^n  and 
this  Department  on  this  subject.  It  is  believed  that  the  accord  between 
the  two  Oovemmeuts  will  remove  all  difficnlties  in  the  interpretatioa 
of  the  convention. 

I  will  thank  ;oa  to  lay  this  oorrespoodence  officially  before  the  Oom- 
missioD  when  your  French  colleague  shall  receive  authority  to  do  the 
same  thing  on  the  part  of  his  Government. 

'       '  FEED'K  T.  FKELIKGHUTSEN. 


Mr.  Boutwelt  to  Mr.  I'relinghugsen. 

Fbenoh  and  Amebioan  CiAimB  CoionssioN, 
Wabhinqton,  May  15,  1882.    (Beceived  May  19.) 
Sir  :  I  have  the  houor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yonr  letter  of 
the  12th  instant,  with  inciosures  as  noted,  and  to  inform  you  that  copies 
of  the  same  pai»rs  having  been  received  by  the  agent  of  the  French 
Government  from  Mr.  Outrey,  the  same  were  presented  by  the  connsel 
for  the  two  Governments  to  the  Commission,  and  the  correspondence 
will  be  extended  and  appear  upon  the  joomal  of  that  body. 
I  have,  &c, 

GEO.  8.  BOTTTWELL, 
Agent  and  Oountel/or  the  United  Stattt. 
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Mr.  Bovtwell  to  Mr.  Frelmghmfam. 

Gboton,  September  2, 1882. 

SiB:  When  Mr.  E.  C.  Bartlett  was  designated  as  stenographer  to  aid 
the  agent  aad  conosel  for  the  United  States  before  the  French  ud 
Amerioau  Claims  OomDiis8ion,yoar  predecessor  fixed  bis  salary  at  $lfSW 
per  year. 

I  then  received  the  impression  that  Mr.  Evarts  thought  the  salu? 
safflcient  for  the  period  of  organizatioii,  and  that  it  might  be  increued 
vith  the  increase  of  business. 

There  have  been  periods  when  Mr.  Bartlett's  daties  have  been  en- 
Btant  and  severe,  and  I  anticipate  that  after  the  1st  of  October  next  tw 
frill  be  required  to  labor  very  assidnoaaly. 

Under  tiiesn  circnmstances,  I  most  respectfolly  recommend  an  addi- 
tion of  $700  to  his  salary.  I  have  been  informed  that  the  short-bud 
writers  employed  by  other  similar  commissions  are  paid  at  the  rate  cf 
92,500  per  anoam. 

With  great  reepeot,  

OBOB6E  8.  BOUTWBLL 


Mr.  Davie  to  Mr.  BouiaeU. 

Dkfakikent  of  State, 

WathingUm,  September  16, 1882. 
Sib  :  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yoar  letter  of  tbe  2d  m 
etant,  in  which  yon  state  that  the  compensation  of  |1,800  per  aonu 
now  received  by  your  official  stenographer,  Mr.  B.  C.  Bartlett,  will  be 
inadequate  for  the  futnre,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  after  tbe  first  of  oea 
month  a  large  additional  amount  of  labor  will  be  devolved  upon  him: 
and  yoQ  therefore  recommend  that  an  addition  of  1700  per  annum  be 
made  to  Mr.  Bartlett's  salary,  thereby  raising  his  compensatioi]  ic 
t2,500  per  annum. 

In  rejily  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  Department  regards  the  sddi 
tional  compensation  asked  for  on  behalf  of  Mr,  Bartlett  as  juatani 
reasonable  for  the  character  of  the  services  required  &om  him,  and  I 
therefore  hereby  make  the  additional  allowance  asked  for,  to  take  effMt 
from  and  after  the  let  day  of  October,  1882, 
I  am,  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
Aoting  BeereUBry. 


,       No.  92. 
Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Davit. 

Wabhinoton,  November  15,  tSSS. 

SiB:  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  for  your  information  %eop; 

of  a  commanication  bearing  date  November  1, 1882,  received  by  me  froa 

the  agent  of  the  French  Bepnblic,  repeating  the  demand  heretofine  madt 
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that  the  agent  and  counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  shoald  with- 
driiw  from  the  Freuch  aud  American  Claims  Commiasion  the  memorial 
of  Isaac  I'aylor  v.  The  Bepublic  of  France,  So.  1.  I  have  not  replied  to 
.,  the  commoQicatioD,  and  I  shall  await  the  instructions  of  the  Depart- 
.  ment  of  State. 

I  am,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
^  Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  Statei. 


Wabhinotok,  h  1«,  Hcvtmbre,  1B82. 
'"     HoNsncuB  l'Agknt:  LeSSJaiu  demlerj'oi  on  I'honDenr d«  toiu adrewer  U  lettio 
'''  niivuite: 

Wasuihotom  ta  23  juin  lBfi3, 
oc:-:  HoHBnvR  l'Aoktt;  Pmrvotra  lettre  do  SO  de  ce  moia.  Tons  vrex  appeli  mon  atton- 
r  y.&nt  war  votre  oommuDloktioD,  da  17,  fevriM  dernier,  relative  &  certsines  r&UmMione 
,  .fr»iigaiMfl  doQt  voob  m'svez  demand^  le'retroit  oomme  tombutt  eona  rapplication 
"''''I'nne  certaine  entente  intervecae  eotre  le'  deux  Qoavemeraeuta  en  d6cembra  deroier 
in  BQjet  de  I'Art.  II,  dn  traits  do  1H80,  et  vona  ai  pa«  encore  fait  connaltre  lea  oonoln- 
•  aniqaellea  J'anraia  Hi  ameni  ooncernant  aoit  le  retrait  dea  ditea  rfclamatioiu 


(iraTloit  ienr  maintien  aur  lea  r61ea  de  la  Commiasion. 

J'ai  I'honnenr  de  vona  lufonaer  qne.J'ai  d^&examiod  aveo  aoin  lea  doaaienrela- 
rifa  ft  chacune  de  oea  T^lainationa  et  j  ai  reMieroh6  lea  raleaua  aur  leaqaellea  todb 
kppujez  votre  demande  de  retrait,  comme,  auaai,  lea  prenvea  qni  me  aont  nAjraaurM 
war  mettre  k  I'abrl  ma  reaponeabilit^. 

Toutefi>ia,monaiearl'ageot,avautdevou«faire  connaltre  le  rdanltat  de  net  ezamen, 
e  doia  appeler  votre  attention  anr  no  paaaage  de  votre  tettre  da  7  mara  18U3,  oil  tous 
Dfiirez  que  le  retrait  par  Toue  de  la  r^lamaCion  Taylor  (objel  de  I'entente  pr<oit^ 
inbe  lea  denx  QoaTemementa),  eat  snbardonnd  an  retrait,  par  mol,  dea  rtiolamationa 
Hngaiaea  dont  TOna  m'avez  fourai  la  lUte. 
Ainai  quej'ai  en  I'honnenr  de  roua  le  declarer  par  ma  lettre  dn  10  mara  dernier, 
II'''  >'eat  Ift  line  aorte  de  conipromia  qni  n»  pent  Atre  admia  par  mol,  I'entente  intervenue 
lUf  mtre  lea  denx  Qonvernementa  le  17  ddoembie  dernier  a;ant  ptinr  eSet  immtfdiat  le 

..  etralt  de  la  reclamation  Taylor  pr^oit^. 
"''      Four  rivlter  done  tont  malentendn  nlt^rleur,  Je  dois,  M.  I'agent.  avant  de  rona 
'.'*  'aire  p»rt  dn  r^nltat  de  mes  iaveatigationa  peraonnelles  au  aujet  dee  riclamationa  fran- 
^'/kiaea  en  question,  vona  demander  de  vouh  oonformer  aux  termea  de  la  lettre  dn  8e- 
....-■r^laire  d'Etat  au  Miniatre  de  France  k  Waahingtou— lettre  en  date  du  17  d^cembre 
'  ''tlBI.et  dont  oomme  rnoi,  vona  uvez'reQn  notiflcatlon— et  de  retirer  furmellement  et 
'  ■'  lifinitiveinent  la  reclamation  Taylor  No.  1,  contre  la  R^pnbiique  fransaise, 
II  '-   Peni>ett«E-moi,  monaieur  l'a)(ent,  de  vona  faire  remarquer  que  je  u'al  poa  encore 
. '..ecu  votre  r^pouae  4  eette  communication  et  d'^Jonter  qne  la  dnr^  de  la  Commiaalon 
'   levenant  de  jour  en  Jnur  plua  reatreinte,  je  vona  aerais  tib»  oblige  de  me  faire  par- 
'enir  cette  r^ponae  pour  le  15  de  ce  jnoia. 
■>:■'■  Jo  auia,  avec  respect,  monsieur  ragent,  rotre  trfis  ob^iwant  aervileur, 

:,-  E.  ORIMAUD  DB  CAUX. 

.    Hon.  Qeokgx  a.  BouTwau., 

Agent  tt  CoKtil  d«t  Slatt-UnU. 


So.  93. 

Mr.  Frelmghuysen  to  Mr.  Boutwell, 

Dbpabtmbnt  op  State, 

Washington,  Notember  20,  1882. 
Sib:  I  bare  received  year  letter  of  the  27th  Jane  and  November  16, 
y  rith  their  several  inclosures,  embracing  yoar  correspondence  with  Ur. 
,,->rimaad  de  Gaaz  in  relation  to  claims  of  citizens  of  France  against  the 
'.  Jiiited  States,  now  pending  •  before  the  CommissioD,  which,  in  yoar 
J  H.  Ex.  235— 38  OO^Ic 
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opiDioD,  oome  witbin  the  rule  of  interpretation  agreed  upon  between 
tbe  two  Gk>verDnients  in  relation  to  tbe  troe  meaning  of  Article  II,  of 
the  convention  of  the  15th  of  January,  1880.  In  purttuance  of  the  un- 
derstanding thuH  arrived  at,  Mr.  Secretary  Blaine,  on  the  17th  of  De- 
cember last,  instructed  yon  as  follows  in  regard  to  the  case  of  Isaac 
Taylor,  a  citizen  of  the  United  Sta.te9  of  America,  who  is  prosecuting  a 
claim  u gainst  France  before  the  tribnnal: 

After  cnrefal  cod  si  deration  1  bave  reached  tbe  conotnaion  that  that  claim,  b«eanie 
of  the  aDteceiient  proceuiliuga  by  the  eompereut  anthoritien  of  France,  of  which  ithai 
been  tbe  subject,  U  not  properly  wiCliiu  tbe  ci));nizaDce  of  tbe  CominisaioD. 

Mr.  Blaiue  stated  in  tbe  same  letter  that  he  did  not  doubt  but  that  a 
similar  course  would  be  pursued  by  the  French  Government  with  re- 
gard to  any  claims  of  French  citizens  against  the  United  Stales  coming 
within  the  same  category.  On  the  same  day  he  informed  Mr.  Outiey 
of  the  conclusion  thus  reached  and  of  the  nature  of  the  ioetmctiutia 
which  bad  been  given  to  you.  In  Lis  note  to  the  French  minister  Mr. 
Blaine  is  equally  careful,  as  in  his  instruction  to  you,  to  state  that  the 
understanding  of  this  Government  that  tbe  role  should  be  reciprocal  in 
its  application  to  cases  then  pending  or  that  might  thereafter  be  insti- 
tuted. Referring  to  tbe  motives  that  prompted  this  Government,  he 
says: 

That  the  French  Qoverament,  •uimated  bja  like  dlBifositiou,  will  paraue  a  aimilu 
MtntBe  with  reeard  to  anv  claims  presented  for  tbe  conHideration  of  the  CommiiMina 
on  behalf  of  citizens  of  Wauce  against  the  United  St«tes  'nhich  shall  be  fonnd  to 
have  already  been  ioqaired  into  and  decided,  either  diplumatieally,  Jadiciallj.  ar 
othernise,  by  tbe  competent  aiithorities  of  the  United  States,  I  do  not  allow  myself 
to  doabt. 

The  two  Fronch  cases  (Nos.  18  and  28)  which  had  been  referred  to  by 
yoQ  in  a  previous  letter  to  the  Departmeut  were  then  considered  as 
standing  ou  tbe  same  ground  as  that  of  Isaac  Taylor.  Mr.  Ontrey,  ac- 
knowledging this  note  ou  the  21st  of  the  same  month,  says,  in  regard 
to  tbe  understanding  being  reciprocal : 

I  need  not  add  that  ou  our  part  ne  shall  strictly  observe,  the  ca«e  arising,  tbe  lenl 
iutetpretatioo  given  by  mutnal  consent  to  Article  II  of  the  oonvention  of  Januaij  15, 

18S0. 

It  now  appears  from  Mr.  Grimaad  de  Gaux's  letter  to  yon  of  the  23d 
ultimo  that  he,  as  the  agent  of  tbe  French  Government,  refuses  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  the  withdrawal  of  the  French  oases  (Noa.  18  and 
28)  and  others  of  a  similar  character,  since  brought  to  bis  notice  by 
you,  until  you  shall  have  first  unconditionally  withdrawn  thecaaeof 
Isaac  Taylor.  The  correspondence  on  this  point  between  this  Depart- 
ment and  the  French  legation  at  this  capital,  as  well  as  that  between 
tbe  Department  and  yourself  and  also  your  letters  to  Mr.  Grimand  de 
Gaux,  all  show  that  the  rule  agreed  upon  was  understood  in  the  same 
sense  by  both  Governments;  that  that  understanding  was  acquieai-ed 
in  by  the  representatives  of  the  French  Government,  and  that  it  is  only 
on  the  2'td  of  June  last,  many  months  after  the  understanding  was 
arrived  at,  that  tbe  agent  of  France  before  tbe  tribunal  advances  tbe 
proposition  that  tbe  rule  is  not  to  be  taken  as  bilat«ral,  and  that,  while 
tbe  United  States  is  to  be  strictly  boand  by  that  constraotiou,  it  is  to 
have  no  binding  force  ou  France.  This  view  of  the  subject  on  tbe  part 
of  France  appears  to  me  unreasonable  and  mijnst,  and  one  that  this 
Qovemment  cannot  accept. 

Mr.  Blaine  very  properly  contented  himself  with  stating  to  yon  the 
general  conclusion  by  the  two  Governments  as  to  the  intent  and  mean, 
ing  of  Article  II  of  the  convention,  leaving  to  you,  after  anch  consul 
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tatioD  as  younii);htdePiii  it  Becesssry  to  have  with  tbea^fetit for  France 
before  the  Commission,  the  details  essential  to  the  witlidrawal  of  the 
cases  on  either  side  that  i^hould  be  foaud  to  come  within  the  rule  of  in- 
terpretation thus  mutually  Hgreed  uiion.  It  whs  supposed,  however, 
that  the  Taylor  caaeand  the  twoFreueli  ca^es  (18 and  28)  then  pending 
«out<l  be  immediately  withdrawn,  and  that  all  cases  of  a  similar  char- 
acter following  would  be  dealt  with  in  the  same  manner.  The  view 
now  preiu>ot*-d  by  Mr.  Urimaud  de  Caux  vindicates  the  wiadom  of  your 
course  in  iusJstiUK  up""  '1"'  miituulity  of  the  uuderstaudiug  arrived  at 
by  the  two  GovernnieutM  in  December  last.  When  Mr.  Grimaad  de 
Cans  shall  be  willing  to  withdraxv  the  French  cases  referred  to,  you  will 
of  course  cousider  youi^self  under  instructions  to  withdraw  the  Isaac 
Taylor  case.  TJuleKsynu  shall  be  able  to  arrive  at  an  uuderHtanding 
with  the  French  agent  such  as  I  have  above  iiuljcated,  yon  wdl  allow 
the  Taylor  case  to  stand  on  the  docket  uutil  yon  are  further  instructed. 
I  am,  &c, 

FRED.  T.  FEELING  HUY8EN. 


jtft*.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Davia. 

Fbench  A:n>  AuxBiCAN  Glaiub  Oowhisbion, 

WashingUm,  December  18, 1883. 

SiE:  Imet  the  CommitteeoD  Appropriations  of  the  Senate,  and  by  them' 
I  am  informed  that  an  appropriation  for  the  present  year  must  be  made 
in  the  deficiency  bill  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions of  the  3oQse  of  Bepreseutatives. 

Should  the  life  of  the  Commission  be  extended  beyond  June  next,  the 
appropriation  of  $7^,000  for  the  next  fiscal  year  will  be  sufficient  proba- 
bly, as  the  business  of  taking  testimony  will  then  have  been  concluded. 

At  the  commencement  of  the  last  session  of  Congress  the  SecretAry 
of  St&te,  upon  my  suggestion,  asked  for  an  appropriation  of  $150,000 
for  the  expenses  of  the  Commission  during  the  non-current  fiscal  year. 
At  an  interview  I  had  with  Mr.  Hiscock,  chairniiin  of  the  committee  on 
the  part  of  the  House,  he  said  that  he  preferred  to  divide  the  appropria- 
tion and  to  supply  any  deficiency  which  there  might  be  at  the  next  ses- 
sion of  Congress. 

In  iny  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  4th  instant,  the  present 
condition  of  the  business  of  the  CommiBsioa  and  the  state  of  the  appro- 
priation were  set  forth,  and  a  request  made  for  an  additional  appropria- 
tion of  t60,000. 

Under  these  circumstances  will  yon  take  the  necessary  steps  to  secure 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  to  the  subject  of  this 
communication  T 
I  am,  &C., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counael/or  the  United  Utatea, 
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No.  95. 

Mr.  Davia  to  Mr.  BoutuieU. 

Dbpaetment  op  State, 

Waghington,  Deeember,  20, 1882. 
Sib  :  Yoar  letter  of  tbe  6tb  iDStaot,  inclosing  copies  of  correspondeuce 
between  yonrself  and  Mr.  Qrimand  de  Caux,  ageut  of  the  French  Be- 
pablic,  in  relation  to  the  claim  of  Isaac  Taylor  againsC  France,  has  been 
received. 

I  am,  Ac, 

JOHN  DAVI3, 

Aatiatant  Seeretarj/. 


No.  96. 

Mr.  Frelinghvyaen  to  Mr,  BoutweU, 

Defabtubnt  of  State, 

WashingUm,  January  2,  1883. 
Bib  :  I  have  to  inform  yoo  that  the  sapplementary  oouventaon  ex- 
tending the  duration  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 
having  been  duly  ratified  by  both  Governments,  the  ratifications  tbereot 
veie  exchanged  at  this  capital  on  the  29th  ultimo.  Printed  copies  of 
tbe  document  will  be  forwarded  to  you  for  your  nse  iu  a  few  d^a. 
I  am,  &o.. 

FEED.  T.  FBELINOHUYSEN. 


Mr.  Bouhrelt  to  Mr.  Fretinghui/aen. 

FBENOH  and  AUEBinAM  ClAIMB  COMIOSSION, 

Waakington,  January  10, 1883. 
SiB:  The  financial  conditionof  the  French  and  American  Claims  Com- 
mission is  snch  that  I  have  had  a  conference  with  Mr.  Hiscock,  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of  the  House,  and  I  have  also 
made  a  written  communication  to  him,  a  copy  of  which  I  herewith  in- 
close for  yoar  information. 

The  suBpeneion  of  our  business  at  the  present  time  would  be  a  Beriooa 
loss  not  only  in  money  bnt  in  the  disturbance  of  the  arrangements 
already  made  for  taking  testimony  in  France  and  the  Uoited  States. 
I  am,  &c., 

GEO.  8.  BOCTWELL, 
Affent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  maU». 


^d  by  Google 
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Mr.  ^oulwill  io  Mr.  Eitooelc. 

Frbnch  and  AmuucAM  Ci.*iifs  CoMMtseiOM, 

Wiukinglon,  January  10,  1B83. 

SiK :  Since  m;  oonvenation  with  yon  in  ref^ard  to  »n  ftpproptiatioa  for  the  snpport 
of  the  French  ftnd  American  Claima  CommisBion  for  the  Burrent  year,  I  have  caiwed 
an  ezaminatioD  to  lie  made,  and  1  find  that  our  fuuds  will  be  exhausted  oa  early  cer- 
tainly as  the  lat  day  of  Febmary  neit. 

At  we  are  oow  engaged  taking  teitlmony  in  variona  porta  of  tbia  conntr;  and  in 
Europe,  and  as  we  are  acting  under  a  peremptory  order  of  the  Cotamlasioa  to  oloae 

our  teatimony  by  the  3d  day  o ...-..« 

our  eipenaea  are  necessarily  '■ 
materially  to  the  final  cost. 

The  neceesity.  therefore,  la  very  urgent  for  the  poaaageof  adeflcIeaoyappropTlatian 
between  this  date  and  the  lat  of  Febraary  uext. 

The  sQggestion  that  proviaion  might  be  made  in  the  diplomatic  and  conaalar  bill  by 
which  the  appropriation  could  be  made  available  daring  the  earreut  year,  seema  to 
me,  upon  the  whole,  n""  '*  "■ ' 

Itia       


If,  however,  the  Commlaalon  aboald  not  be  extended,  that  appropriation  will  of 
Donrae  fall. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agmt  and  Cemtttlfor  U%it^  Stati. 


No.  98. 

Mr.  Davit  to  Mr.  Boutwelt. 

Depahtmbnt  op  State, 

Washington,  January  12, 1883. 
Sib  :  I  bave  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yonr  letter  of  the  10th  in- 
stant in  relatiou  to  the  finaucial  condition  of  the  French  and  American 
Claims  CommiBaion,  and  your  official  action  in  bringing  the  aabject  to 
the  attention  of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriationa  of 
the  House  of  Bepresentativea. 
I  am,  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS. 


No.  99. 

Mr.  Davia  to  Mr.  Boutwtll. 

Depabtment  of  State, 

WoJihington,  January  31, 1883. 
Sib  :  I  have  to  inform  yon  that  a  diapatch  has  been  received  from 
Mr.  Morton,  the  American  minister  at  Paris,  in  which  he  states  that 
on  the  lOtb  instant  President  Gr^vj*  promalgated  the  eapplementary 
claima  convention  which  was  coucladed  at  this  capital  on  the  19th  of 
July  last. 

I  am,  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
Aetii^  Sevretarji. 


Goo'^le 
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No.  100. 
Mr,  Davis  to  Mr.  BouUcell. 

Depabthsnt  of  State, 

Waakington,  Ftbruary  24, 1883. 
Sib:  I  have  to  ioform  you  that  the  Senate  has  consented  to  the  rati- 
fication of  the  treaty  extending  the  term  of  the  French  and  Americao 
Claims  CommissioD,  subject  to  the.  folloffing  amendment,  viz ; 

Article  I,  paragraph  3,  after  the  word  "  death  "  at  the  end  of  line  2, 
insert  the  word  or,  and  in  liuesS  and  4  strike  out  the  words  "retirement 
or  cMsation  of  the  fauctions." 
I  am,  &c, 

JOHN  DAVIS, 

Auistant  Seeretary. 


No.  101. 

Mr.  Davia  to  Mr,  BoutteeU. 

Dbpabi'ment  of  Statb, 

Watkington,  May  23,  1883. 

Sib  :  Beferring  to  preTions  correspondence  in  relation  to  the  agree- 
ment made  b;  tbelioverniDents  of  the  United  Static's  and  France  iu  re- 
lation to  the  ca^e  of  Tajlnr  v.  France  and  similar  cases  against  the 
United  States,  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  yon  that,  after  a  conference 
irith  Mr.  Bonstan,  the  minister  of  France  at  this  capital,  the  following 
agreement  has  been  reached. 

The  agent  of  the  United  States  to  withdraw  the  ca«e  of  Taylor  pnr- 
Bnaot  to  the  said  agreement,  whereupon,  and  at  the  same  sitting  of  the 
commissiou,  the  agent  of  France  is  to  withdraw  the  case  of  Payan  and 
others  against  the  United  States,  No.  28,  and  the  third  item  of  claim  in 
the  case  of  Ferdreanvillo  v.  the  United  States,  No.  18,  being  for  the 
schooner  Frederick  the  Second  and  cargo. 

It  is  hoped  that  immediutely  thereafter  yon  will  confer  with  the  French 
agent  as  to  other  cases  iuvoiving  the  sume  prinuiple,  which,  it  is  con- 
tended on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  should  be  mthdrawu  under 
the  agreement,  when,  shonld  you  be  unable  to  come  to  an  amicable 
couclnsion,  you  are  requested  to  inform  this  Department  of  the  fact, 
together  with  the  reasoun  advanced  by  you  iu  support  of  this  Govern- 
ment's position  aud  counter  allegations  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Grimaud  de 
Caux  in  each  case,  so  that  a  further  couference  may  be  had  between  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  French  minister  ou  the  subject. 
I  am,  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS, 


No.  102. 
Mr.  BouticeU  to  Mr.  Frelinghuytm. 

Fbbhch  and  Auebican  Claihs  Cokmissioh, 

Watkingtan,  Jvju  15,  1883. 
Sib  :  I  bave  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed 
to  me  by  Mr.  Grimaud  de  Caux,  agent  tor  the  Governmeut  of  the  Re- 
public of  France,  in  reply  to  a  letter  of  mine  of  the  7th'  instant,  of 
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Thich  a  cop;  was  famished  to  you,  and  all  relating  to  certain  cases 
against  the  United  States  peodiog  before  tbe  Freacb  and  American 
Claims  ComiDission,  and  wbich,  as  maintained  by  me,  nbould  be  witb- 
drawQ  agreeably  to  the  principle  recognized  by  tbe  representatives  of 
the  two  OoyemmentB  in  the  case  of  Isaac  Taylor  v.  the  Bepublio  of 
France,  No.  1. 

Very  respectfully,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  Dnited  Statet. 

Washimoton,  h  11  j*in  1883. 

MoMSiEi'B  l'Agutt  :  J'ai  llionnenr  de  vous  accuser  reception  de  votre  lettr«  en  d»te 
daT  decomoii,  porlaqnelleToaBm'iDformezque  vonHaccepteEleBcouclusionBBpioiB^M 
daDB  ma  lettra  da  3  coarant,  concernaiit  one  adrie  do  rMlamationB  fran^iMis — dont 
vou»  m'avei  demand^  te  retrait  par  applioalion  da  I'art.  II  da  traits  de  1880,  tel  qo'il 
a  £t^  interpret^  par  les  deux  Oonverue meats  1e  17-21  d£c«mbre  1861 — CKceptd  en  oe 
qai  concerne  les  deax  idclauiatioDS  de  J.  Perrodin,  No.  90,  et  deG.  A.  LeUore.No.  Sill. 

Pour  la  reclamation  J.  Penodia,  vona  objectes  qae  la  pactie  mainteDite  par  moi 
ayint  6t6  abandonnrie  par  I'lDt^resB^  lora  de  t'initaiioe  devant  la  coar  dea  ctaitnB,  cet 
abandon  6quivant  it  un  r^glement  (inal. 

Poar  la  reclamation  G.  A.  Le  More,  voua  contestez  one  la  lettre  de  U.  Seward  da  19 
aoftt  IB64  contienne  aacune  reserve  an  profit  de  cea  rAclamanlB,  M  vonit  ajoatez  qa'ea 
toBt  6t%t  de  cause  dans  votre  opinion  tJiut  encagement  diplomatique  serait  nal  et 
Uns  effet  en  presence  dea  stipnlations  du  traita  de  1»HU. 

Enfln,  vons  obJecbiE  ausai  an  dernier  paraj^rapbe  de  ma  communioation  dont  Je  le- 
prodnis  lea  turmea: 

"Qasnt  ft  ce  qui  coneeme  les  retraita  Cant  partieU  que  oomplets,  que  J'ai  I'tiODneoi 
de  vona  notifler,  il  demenre  bien  entendu  qne  la  meaure  prise  par  I'aKent  dn  Ooover- 
nement  Fran^jais  n'impliqne  ancnne  expression  d'oplnion  ooncvmaut  la  Justice  ou 
lea  mdrites  de  I'objet  de  la  reclamation,  lea  droits  qne  lea  redamants  oroient  avolE 
testaat.  aajourd'bui,  oe  qn'ils  etalent  avant  la  preseutation  de  lenr  reolamatioii  de- 
vant la  Coiniuidsion  miite." 

Je  regrette,  Monsieur  1' Agent,  de  ne  ponvoir  me  ranger  ft  Totre  avis,  et  je  dois  per- 
eister  dans  rnpinion  que  ces  denz  reclamations  n'ont  paa  4t6  riglia  dans  le  neua  donnd, 
d'nn  comniaa  accord,  par  les  deux  Gonvemements,  ft  I'Articln  II  du  traits.  Je  ne  puis, 
par  consequent,  qne  vouii  confirmer  ten  conclnsioDS  qne  J'ai  dejft  en  I'bonnenT  de  vous 
DotiRer  par  ma  lettre  du  'i  jnin  conrant. 

Jb  daie  ansa)  maintenir  les  reserves  faitet  par  moi  concemant  les  retraita,  partlela 
on  coiDplets,  don't  vous  avez  xv^i  notification,  vn  que  ces  reservea  sont  eipressdment 
determines  par  ['entente  diplomatique  du  17-21  decembre  IH81. 

Je  sniB  avec  respect.  Monsieur  1' Agent,  Totre  tr^  obeissant  serviteur, 

E.  ORIMAUD  DE  CAUX. 


No.  103. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Boutwell. 

Department  t)F  State, 

Weuthington,  June  19, 1883. 
StR:  Acknowledging  tbe  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  16th  instant 
inclosing  a  copy  of  a  communication  addressed  to  you  by  Mr.  Urimaud 
de  Gaux,  ageut  of  the  French  Government,  in  relation  to  certain  cases 
pending  before  tbe  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  and 
which,  aq  maintained  by  you,  should  be  withdrawn  agreeably  to  the 
principle  recognized  by  the  representatives  of  the  two  countries  in  tbe 
case  of  Isaac  Taylor  v.  Tbe  Bepublic  of  France,  No.  1,  I  have  to  inform 
you  that  a  proper  communication  will  be  made  to  the  minister  of  the 
French  Republic  in  pursuance  of  and  in  accordance  with  tbe  agreement 
made  with  his  predecessor. 

*"*'     *^'  FBED'K  T.  FBELINGiniTft^''-' 
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Mr.  Boutviell  U  Mr.  Frriinghuyaen. 

Fbenoh  and  Ahekioan  Glaimh  Cohvissioit, 

Washington,  October  13, 1883. 
Sir:  The  members  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission 
aod  the  agents  and  counsel  of  the  two  Goreramenta  intend  to  dispoM 
of  the  basiness  pending  before  the  Commission  by  the  1st  day  of  April 
next  as  leqnlred  by  the  treaty.  There  are  now  229  cases  which  have 
not  been  briefed.  The  record  in  mauy  of  these  cases  is  volnminooa  and 
the  damages  claimed  are  large.  It  will  be  proper  for  me  at  the  cloae  of 
the  business  of  the  Commission  to  prepare  a  full  report  of  its  doings. 
In  this  view  of  the  work  remaining  to  be  done,  I  have  the  honor  to  ask 
for  authority  to  employ  a  person  competent  to  prepare  briefa  and  to  aid 
in  Bach  other  work  as  may  be  essential.  I  take  the  liberty  of  snggeet- 
ing  1200  per  month  as  a  reasonable  compensation  for  such  service  as  I 
have  indicated. 


GEO.  S.  BODTWELL, 
Agent  and  Cintnielfor  the  United  Staiet. 


Mr.  BoutwM  to  Mr.  FrelUtgkugaen. 

Fbbngh  and  Amerioan  Claims  CoimissiON, 

WathinfftM,  October  24,  1883. 
SiB:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  for  your  information  a  copy  of  a 
ooiomnnication  addressed  to  me  by  Mr.  Grimand  de  Cauz,  under  date 
of  October  3,  in  which  he  demands  the  withdrawal  fh)m  the  files  of  the 
French  and  American  Claims  Commission  four  cases,  namely:  The  Ari- 
zona Mining  Company  against  the  Hepublic  of  France,  No.  13 ;  George 
Goodman  against  th^  Republic  of  France,  No.  16;  Willusstnn  and  Dnt- 
ton  against  the  Republic  of  France.  No.  17;  and  Humphrey  E.  Wood- 
boose  against  the  Bepnblic  of  France,  No.  7.  I  also  inclose  herewith  a 
copy  of  my  reply. 

Upon  the  receipt  of  the  letter  of  Mr.  de  Cans,  of  the  3d  of  October, 
I  invited  Mr.  Nathaniel  Wilson,  who  is  coansel  in  the  first  three  cases 
named, to  make  such  statements  as  bethought  proper;  and  I  have  the 
honor  to  inclose  herewith  copies  of  two  communications  made  by  bira 
to  me  upon  the  subject. 

Very  reepectfnlly,  &c, 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Countelfor  tie  United  AoIm. 

Wasbinqtok,  I*  3  oetoin  1963. 
HONBiKun  i-'AOBNT :  L»  GonveniemeDt  lie  la  Bripnbliqne  fr«Dc>iM  flt  lo'Convorae" 
meet  (tea  Eltats-Unii  £tant  torobia  d'accord  par  drnx  ententea  aaccewlrFa,  to  data 
I'Dse  da  17-31  d^rrmbra  \B6i,  Tantiv  da  24  niai  It^ra,  aar  rinlerpr^tation  de  la  partie 
do  I'art.  n  dn  trait<  de  1880,  ^tablisaant  que  la  CommiaaioD  Mlzte  D'annit  anenne  jnri 
dictioD  SDT  tonte  rjclaination  qui  Aurait  il6  t6i(16  jndie'   '  •    '■-  ' 

on  autrenivDl  par  nn*  anUirit^  comp^tenle,  voua  avei, 
metit  le  retrait  de  la  rAolainatiou  laaao  Tajiot,  No.  I,  i 
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et  J'ai,  de  mou  eOt6,  effects^  le  retrait  total  des  reclamations  Ko.  3d.  No.  365  et  No.  (i74 
contre  les  Ctats-Uaie  et  k  retrait  partlel  des  r^clamalioDB,  aassi  contre  l«s  filats- 
Udib.  No.  18  et  No.  91. 

Par  application  ilea  in£ni«8  r^^les,  j'ai  I'botiQenr,  Homtlenr  I'Ageat,  d'appeler  toIto 
attention  aai  ten  qiiatre  r^lamationi  auivauteii,  aiixquellea  ta  iD«ffle  meture  nie  paralt 
ineonteHtablenient  etre  applicable  et  dont,  par  euit«,  Je  demande  le  retnit: 

1.  Arinitia  UiniuK  Co.,  Ko.  13. 

2.  O,  Ooodrum,  No.  16. 

3.  W.  WillaKnn  &  Datton,  No.  17, 

(Saiiie  dn  aavire  "Ricbardaon"  porle  "Diamant"  en  1864;  c«a  troia  rMamations, 
portant  snr  la  meDie  aS'aire,  out  6t4  ooaaolld^es.  No.  13  page  105.) 

4.  H.  Woodhoute,  No.  7. 

Saisie  dn  "Hilo"  par  le  '-Masellan"  en  IHC). 

Dana  lei  riclamatioDB  No.  13-16  et  17, 11  ne  m'eat  paa  poMible  de  prodaire  nne  eopie 
oertifiee  du  Jiigement  da  Conseil  des  Prisea  relatif  au  navire  "  Blobardson,"  lei  ar- 
cbivea  dn  Cooiell  d'etat  ayaot  ili  brnl^eB  &  Paria  en  1871. 

Cett«  pi^e  eat  reniplacAB  par  nae  d^laratlon  ad'koc  de  M.  le  MlnietTe  de  la  Uaiioe 
el  dea  Colonies  r^nmant  le  ca«  du  Bichaidaon  (page  107,  No.  13). 

La  rtelaraatioQ  No.  7  a  it4  r6g\6«  par  no  jUKetoent  da  Cooaeil  des  Prist*  en  date 
da  6  Jnillet  1864.  Une  copie  antnentiqae  de  oett«  pitoe  se  troave  an  dossier  de  ladlte 
r<Glaniattau,  page  40. 

Je  snia  av«o  respect,  etc., 

E.  QRIMAUD  DX  CAUX. 


Mr.  Boutvtll  lo  Mr.  d*  Ca^x. 


8lR!  Since  the  receipt  of  your  commaoi cation  of  tbe  3d  of  October,  in  nbich  yon 
demand  the  withdrawal  of  certain  caaea  now  pending  before  the  Freucb  and  Ameri- 
can Clainia  CommlBsion,  namely  :  Tbe  A riiona  Mining  Company  affainat  the  Repnblio 
of  France.  No.  13;  George  Goorum  against  the  EepubTic  of  France,  Vo.  16;  Willuatnm 
and  Dntton  againat  tbe  Kepublic  of  France,  No,  17  ;  and  Uomphrey  E.  Wuodbonae 
against  tbe  Repnblic  offence.  No.  7. 

1  have  eianiiDBtiana  of  tbe  oaaea  named,  reapeotively,  and  I  am  now  able  to  give 
yon  my  concliiaions. 

It  appeara  from  tbe  record  that  in  tbe  case  of  Woodbonae  v.  The  French  Republic, 
No.  7,  there  waa  never  a  deciaion  of  a  prize  conrt  which  in  any  manner  toniihea  tb« 
anhji-ct-matter  of  the  claim  aet  forth  in  the  memorial.  If  I  accept  (be  record  aa  con- 
taining a  tmlbfnl  statement  of  the  eventa  aa  they  occnrnsd,  it  appeara  therefrom  that 
the  veasel  called  the  Milohad  on  board  at  tbe  time  of  ^eraeiaure  certain  articlea  nbich 
wvre  claimed  to  be  contraliand  of  war;  and  that  the  vessel  and  cargo  were  seized  by 
the  French  man-of-war  Magellan  and  taken  to  the  port  of  Vera  Cruz,  where  a  portion 
of  the  cargo  was  condemned.  It  appears  also  that  a  partial  payment  was  tuade  to 
one  JosA  VtEcaya  for  that  portion  of  the  cargo  wbicb  was  odjudeed  to  be  free,  while 
the  articles  deemed  to  be  contraband  of  war  were  condacated.  The  record  does  not 
■how  that  any  proceeding!  were  had  against  tbe  vessel,  and  after  a  period  of  deten- 
tion at  Vera  Cruz  she  waa  permitted  to  return  to  Matamoros,  the  pott  of  original 
deatitiatioQ,  with  a  portion  of  ber  cargo  on  board. 

Tbe  cUitn  is  for  loss  upon  the  merchandise,  for  provisions  and  eqnlpmenta  needed 
upon  the  voyage  from  Vera  Cmz  to  Matamoros,  for  injury  to  the  vessel,  and  for  losa 
of  ^ight-monny  due  to  the  detention. 

Upon  this  stale  of  facts  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  casp  of  Woodbonae  against  the 
Rfpniilic  of  France  does  not  come  within  tbe  rule  adopted  in  the  case  of  Taylor 
against  tbe  Republic  of  France,  No.  1.  I  decline,  therefore,  to  withdraw  the  ease  of 
Wood  bo  USB. 


As  to  the  other  three  cases,  it  is  to  be  said  that  I  have  not  satisfied  mTself  that  the7 
do  not  lall  within  the  iuIp  eelabliebrd  la  the  case  of  Taylor,  altbougli  it  ia  pmeible 
that  a  more  carrfnl  eisniinaiionof  the  records  will  furnish  grounds  for  distingnishJDg 
these  cssrs  from  tbe  Taylor  case-  It  is  known  tu  yon  that  case  No.  2U  (Le  Uore  «. 
Tbe  Unitrd  States)  b as  been  made  tbe  snldect  of  diplomatic  action,  and  I  aball  delay 
a  di-flnite  reply  to  your  deiDsad  in  caitcs  Nos.  13, 16,  and  IT,  against  France,  nntil  I  re- 
ceive specific  iiiHtrnctioDs  from  the  Department  of  State,  or  information  as  lo  the  de- 
cision nnally  bad  in  tbe  case  of  Le  Uore. 
Very  respectfully, 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWELL, 
Ajait  and  Countel  for  tkt  Uitiud  Stalti. 
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Washimoton,  D.  C,  October,  IM. 

BiR :  Refemnc  to  the  casM  of  Ooodnim  v.  Frane«,  Mid  Willmitram  and  Dattoo  *■ 
France.  Nue.  IS  and  17,  meutioni'd  In  yourletter  of  theSthinataat,  IhaTetoiMtethe; 
are  claimi  for  the  illegal  -(leteTitian  of  tbe  Bchooaer  Ricbardtou. 

They  do  nut  come  within  any  poBbili]e  rule  uf  interpretation  of  article  11  of  tbs 

They  have  never  been  passed  upon  or  deteTtnioed  by  aoy  prlee  or  otb«r  tribnnal. 
Irmipectfully  protest  against  their  withdrawa],  and rvfer  yon,  foradditional  gTMindi 
of  proteat,  to  a  letter  of  this  date  in  relation  to  the  claim  ot  tbe  Ariuma  Uiaing  Ciud- 
pany, 

Tory  respeclfullv,  &c., 

NATH'L  WILSON. 
Hod.  Gborok  8.  Boittwkll, 

AgtKl  and  CmmmI. 


Wabhikoton,  D.  C,  October,  laft 
Sir:  We  have  yonr  letter  of  the  Otb  inatant,  In  which  yon  etate  that  yon  have  re- 
ceived from  the  agent  of  tbe  Krrncli  Goveniment  acunjnjnnlcatioD,Dnderdateof  the 
3d  of  October,  in  which  be  claiinstbatthei-aneofibe  Arizona  Uining  Company  r.rbe 
French  Kepublic,  falls  nndei  tbe  rule  of  Interpretaiion  adupted  by  the  two  GoTeio- 
mentH  in  the  caae  of  Isaac  Taylor  v.  The  French  Republic  No.  1. 

On  referring  to  Ibe  letter  of  the  agent  of  the  French  Republic,  which  yon  have 
kindly  allowed  us  to  inapect,  we  obaerve  that  It  is  claimed  that  all  caara  of  allegrd 
illrgal  caplnrfs  of  Amcncau  vesselH  and  cargoes  on  the  high  sea*  by  Frrncb  naval 
fiirceH,  whrntver  a  decree  has  been  entered  by  a  French  prize  court,  are  excluded  from 
the  jnrisdiction  of  the  Mixed  Conimiasion,  and  cauuot  be  inquired  into. 

This  excl union  results,  it  is  said,  from  the  rulr  of  inttrprctation  adopted  by  the  two 
GoveinmenlB  with  reference  to  tbe  second  article  of  the  treaty  of  June  '&,  It^O,  which 
sxoeptB  such  claims  "  as  have  been  already  rtiplomaticallT,  Judicially,  or  otherwiHtij 

her  Onvemment." 

MS  of  the  AriEona  Uining  CompaDf,  be- 
cause it  appears,  from  the  letter  of  the  mitiiater  of  marine  of  the  French  Repnblic, 
that  the  powder  which  is  the  subject  of  this  claim,  and  which  was  taken  trom  od 
board  an  American  vessel,  on  the  high  sens  while  on  its  way  from  one  port  in  the 
United  States  to  another  port  iu  the  United  States,  was  condemned  by  a  t^noh  priie 

The  record  of  the  proceedings  in  piHze  is  said  to  have  been  bnrned. 

We  have  no  information,  except  that  contained  in  the  agent's  letter,  of  the  action 
taken  by  the  two  Ouvernments  in  relation  to  cases  before  the  Commissioo. 

It  appears  to  ns,  bowt-ver.  quite  incredible  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  bsB  admitted,  or  can  admit,  that  a  French  prize  court  is  a  "competent  an tkor- 
ity  "  to  determine  Hnally  qnestious  rxlating  u>  tbe  sovereigtity  of  the  ocean  and  Ibe 
rights  of  American  citizens  to  navigate  the  high  seas  in  vessels  carrying  the  Amerieu 
flag. 

Such  an  admission  would  be  wholly  iDconsinteDt  with  the  principles  of  public  law 
and  the  rights  of  npntrals  of  which  the  United  Slati-s  has  always  been  a  ciinspicooiu 
advocate  and  wmild  give  to  the  adJudicalinDH  of  Ibe  prize  courts  of  a  belligerent, 
consequences  which  the  United  Slates  has  nuifornily  denied  to  theut. 

By  DO  nation  has  the  doctrine  that  Ihedrfluitive  sentence  of  Ihe  prizeconrlsof  a 
belligerenl.  state  is  conclusive  of  nothing  save  tbf>  question  of  property  and  that  of 
national  responsiliilily  for  tbe  rapture  been  Diore  earnestly  and  more  frrqnenllj 
maintained  then  by  iheUniti'd  Stales.  No  othernatlon  has  more  repeatedly  eiifurml 
that  doctrine  against  belligerent  niitiona.  It  is  indeed  one  of  the  cardinal  doctrinn 
of  the  Aniericau  theory  of  neutral  rights. 

In  the  present  instance,  as  is  shown  by  Ihe  iliplomatic  corrrapoudeiice  referred  to 
in  Ihe  biief  already  filed,  Ihe  Govemnient  of  the  United  Stales,  throngh  Ita  chief  rx- 
eentive  oBicer  andin  ils  comniuniralion  wilh  Ihe  French  Govenimeut,  declared  tbe 
iHary  to  the  claimant  lobe  a  rpnliation  committed  on  the  high  seas  in  ihe  exercix 
of  a  belligerent  power  against  Ueiico.  and  full  indemnity  wasasked  upon  thcKioand 
that  the  United  States  conid  not  allow  the  eienise  of  belligerent  righta  which  inter- 
fered with  Ihe  perfect  freedom  of  Irnde  between  her  own  ports. 

On  the  part  of  the  French  Government  Ihe  doctrines  contended  for  by  tbe  Unilfd 
States  was  not  disputed,  nor  was  liability  denied.  The  final  conslder*t»an  c^  ibe 
claim  was  postponed  to  swait  the  organization  of  a  Mixed  Commiasion,  on  tbe  sug- 
gestion of  the  French  minister  of  foreigu  allairs. 

When  the  CommisHion  was  organized  the  claim  was  presented  to  it  in  obedienes  to 
tbe  reqnlretuents,  ss  it  was  undeiBtuod,  ot  the  Government  of  the  United  State*. 

It  was  prepared  for  hearing  and  decision  by  great  labor  and  at  great  espetua. 
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We  reapectAiIly  and  vsmeBtl;  prot«at  ftgkiiiHt  its  being  dow  nltbdrAwn  from  the 
coDsiderAtion  of  the  ComniiBsioii. 

If,  hoTvever,  for  ivasoDB  siiifsfaatOTy  to  it,  the  Oovemnieiit  conclndes  that  it  Is 
proper  or  Hipcd tent  to  withdraw  th«  coat,  we  Khali  claim,witbobvioni]n8tice,  andwe 
now  give  notice  of  unr  claim,  that  the  GovBtnment  of  the  United  Statea  will  itself 
become  chargeable  with  the  obligations  and  duty  of  iodenmifjinK  the  ciaimaDt  com- 
panj  for  losses  which  have  been  occasioned  by  the  spoliation  of  its  property  by  the 
n«v»l  forces  of  tbe  French  Republic. 
Very  respectfully, 

8.  S.  COX, 
NATH'L  WILBON. 
Jitorn«!ft /or  Claimaat. 


No.  106. 
Mr,  Frelinghuygen  to  Mr.  BouUnell. 

Dbfarthent  of  State, 

Waihiiigton,  Hfovemher  8,  1883. 
Sib  :.  Yoar  letter  of  the  24th  ultimo,  in  relation  to  certain  cl&ima  be> 
fore  tbe  Cotmnisaion  vbich  Mr,  Qrimand  de  Cauz,  tbe  connsel  for  France, 
desires  tthonld  be  nithdravn  has  been  received. 

Yonr  coarse  in  regard  to  the  matter  is  in  accord  vith  the  views  of  the 
Department  and  meets  with  nnqaaliGed  approval. 
I  am,  Soc., 

FBBD'K  T.  FBELINGHUT8EN. 


No.  107. 

Mr.  BouUcell  to  Mr.  Frelingkuyim. 
Fbshoh  and  Ahbbioan  Claims  Cousission, 

Waahington,  November  16,  1883. 
Sir:  At  the  pablic  meeting  of  the  Commission  this  morning  I  entered 
a  motion  for  farther  time  within  which  to  file  a  brief  in  the  case  of  O.  A. 
Le  More  &  Co.  ts.  TheUuited  Statea,  No.  211,  and  assifnied  as  a  reason 
that  the  cl»1m  8et  forth  in  tbe  memorial  in  thia  caoe  had  been  made  the 
snbject  of  diplomatic  correspondence  between  the  Secretary  of  Slate  of 
the  United  States  and  the  representative  of  the  French  Republic  at 
Wiiabington,  and  that  I  had  not  been  advised  of  the  result. 

The  Marquis  de  Cbambrun,  in  reply,  stated  that  the  French  minister 
had  declined  definitely  to  withdraw  the  case,  and  upon  that  statement 
he  urged  tbe  Commission  to  make  an  order  requiring  me  to  file  a  brief 
within  a  specified  time. 

In  answer  to  tbe  Marqnis,  I  stated  that  I  had  no  knowledge  as  to  tbe 
resatt  of  the  negotiations,  and  that  in  asking  for  time  I  could  not  pledge 
myself  that  within  that  timel  should  be  so  situated  as  to  file  a  brief,  in* 
asmuch  as  I  considered  myself  subject  to  instructions  that  I  might  re- 
ceive from  tbe  honorable  the  Secretary  of  State  of  tbe  United  Statea. 
The  Commission  took  the  motion  under  advisement. 
lu  tbe  mean  time  I  should  be  glad  to  receive  any  instructions  or  sug- 
gestions which  will  enable  me  to  so  act  as  to  avoid  any  confiict  with  the 
Commission  iu  regard  to  the  preparatiou  of  a  brief. 
I  have,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL,, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  i 
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Mr.  BoutweU  to  Mr.  Fre!inghu}/sen. 

French  and  Amebican  Claims  Cokmission, 

Wa»kington,  December  21, 1883. 

Sir  :  At  a  meetiog  of  tbe  Gommisaion,  held  on  tbe  16th  inst.,  an 
order  vas  adopted  requiring  tbe  connsel  lor  the  United  States  to  file  a 
brief  in  tbe  case  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  t.  The  TTnit«d  States,  No.  2U, 
on  or  before  Wednesday  the  19th  of  December,  1883. 

Having  in  mind  the  inBtmctions  contained  in  your  letter  to  me  of  the 
22d  day  of  last  month,  I  reqaestad  Baron  de  Arinos  to  call  a  meeting  of 
the  Commission,  the  proceedings  of  which  were  to  be  private  and  con- 
fidential. 

Agreeably  to  my  request,  a  meeting  was  called  by  tbe  Baron,  which 
was  held  at  the  office  of  the  Commission  on  Wednesday  last  at  10 
o'clock. 

At  that  meeting  tbe  agent  and  coansel  for  the  French  OoTemmeDt 
were  present. 

I  stated  to  the  CommissioD  that  my  object  in  ashing  fbr  a  meeHDg 
was  to  secnre  for  myself  an  opportunity  to  lay  before  the  Oommisskm- 
era  my  reasons  for  not  observing  tbeir  order  in  the  matter  of  filing  a 
brief  in  the  case  of  G-.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  The  connsel  for  the  FreD?h 
OoTemment  objected  to  the  proceeding,  and  a  conversation  followed,  a 
report  of  which  is  herewith  transmitted  for  your  information.  At  the 
end,  tbe  Commission  decided  (the  Commissioner  fur  the  Uepnblic  of 
France  objecting)  that  the  letters  to  which  reference  had  been  made 
(being  my  letter  to  yon  of  the  16th  of  November  last  and  your  reply  of 
the  22d  of  that  month)  should  be  read.  At  the  conclusiou  of  the  read- 
ing the  agent  and  connsel  for  the  French  Repnblic,  and  the  counsel  for 
the  United  States,  left  the  room  of  the  Commission,  and  afterwards  I 
received  an  order,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  inclosed,  together  witb 
the  protest  of  the  Commissioner  for  tbe  Kepablic  of  France.  By  that 
order  I  am  allowed  "rill  tbe  28th  of  December  to  file"  a  brief. 

From  the  course  of  proceedings,  and  from  the  knowledge  I  have  of 
existing  circnm stances,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  Commission  will  take 
and  exercise  jurisdiction  over  the  case  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  whether 
a  brief  Is  or  is  not  filed  by  the  28th  day  of  the  present  month. 

Unless  1  receivq  further  and  different  instructions  I  shall  assome  that 
tbe  direction  contained  in  your  letter  of  22d  of  last  month  is  to  be  ob- 
served. 

Yours,  &c., 

GEORGE  8.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Oounael  for  the  United  Statei. 


Mr.  Frelinghujisen  to  Mr.  Boutwell. 

Dbpabthent  of  State, 

Washington,  December  27, 18S3. 
SiB:  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  2l8t  instant,  in  which  yon 
state  that  on  the  15th  insitant  an  order  was  adopted  requiring  yon  to 
file  a  brief  in  tbe  case  of  G.  A.  Le  More  and  Company  v.  Tbe  United 
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Statea,  No.  211,  on  or  befoi-e  the  19th  of  December;  and  that  on  the 
latter  date,  you  were  f^iven  uutii  the  2Htb  of  tbe  same  mouth  to  file  the 
brief;  and  you  close  by  etatiug  tbat  anlesa  yoa  receive  further  and 
different  instructiona,  you  will  assume  tbat  tbe  ditection  given  in  my 
letter  of  tbe  22d  Xovembttr  is  to  be  observed. 

Tbat  letter  instructed  you  an  to  tbe  Le  More  claim,  tbat  pursnant 
to  tbe  agreement  between  the  two  GovenimentB  in  accordance  with 
which  the  Taylor  case  was  withdrawn,  it  is  not  within  tbe  province  of' 
the  GommissioQ  now  to  consider  this  claim,  as  diplomatic  oegotiations 
between  tbe  two  Qoveraments  are  srill  peuding,  and  that  if  it  be  found 
necessaryyou  were  to  inform  the  Commission  of  this  fact,  and  decline 
to  proceed  in  tbe  case  until  further  instructed. 

Those  instructions  are  now  repeated,  and  should  tbe  Commission,  in 
spite  of  tbe  fact  tbat  oegotiatious  relating  to  their  jurifidiction  over  this 
claim  are  still  pending,  insist  upon  its  consideration,  you  will  decline 
now  to  take  any  part  in  the  case  and  will  formally  protest  on  tbe  part 
of  this  Government  against  any  action  by  the  Commiasioaers. 
I  am,  &o., 

FBED.  T.  FBELDTOHUTSEN. 


Mr.  Boutwetl  to  Mr.  FreUnghugam. 

Fbbkoh  and  Auxbioan  Claims  Commissioii, 

1618  H  Stbs£T, 
WaahingtoH,  D.  C,  January  8, 1884. 
Bib  :  At  the  session  of  tbe  French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 
held  January  7,  Marquis  deChambran  read  a  paper,  of  which  I  inclose 
a  copy. 

The  original  was  left  with  tbe  Cotumission,  bat  no  remark  was  made 
thereon  by  any  member  of  the  Commission,  and  I  thought  it  expedient 
to  abstain  from  any  observation  on  my  part. 
Very  respectfully,  &c., 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Ooutuel  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 


I  am  directed  by  tbe  PreDoh  Government  to  state  that  it  baa  decided  that  tbe  oaM 
0.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.,  No.  Ill  waa  snbinitt«d  to  the  Commiwion  for  ftoal  aotiou,  and 
tbat  it  is  oppoacd  to  any  fartber  diplomatic  discuaaion. 

Tbia  deciaion  waa  reached  at  a  date  Bubaequecit  to  tbe  anstrer  made  by  tbe  French 
Miniater  of  Foreign  Aflain  to  Mr.  Morton,  United  Btateo  Minister  at  Pans,  and  it  waa 
commnnioated  to  tbe  representative  of  tbe  French  OoTerDmentat  Wa^ingtoDon  the 
29tb  of  Ueoember,  ItlSi. 
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Mr.  BouhDtll  to  Mr.  Frelinghusae*. 

French  and  American  Claims  Comhission, 

1518  H  Street, 
Washington,  January  18,  IHW. 

Sir:  At  the  meetiDg  of  tbe  French  and  American  Claims  Commiti- 
sioD,  held  the  I5th  day  of  tbe  present  month,  an  order  was  adopted 
directing  the  counsel  for  tbe  respective  governments  to  preseut  oral 
ar^iments  in  four  cases  af^ainst  the  Republit;  of  France,  namely,  Wood- 
house  V.  France,  No.  T  ;  Gondrum  v.  France,  No.  Iti ;  Willustun  etalT. 
France,  No.  17  ;  Arizona  Mining  Oompauy  v.  France,  No.  13. 

As  iutrodactory  to  the  suggestion  I  have  the  honor  to  make  concern- 
ing the  orduT  of  tbe  Commission,  I  call  your  attention  to  a  copy  of  a 
letter  addressed  by  mo  to  Mr.  Grimaud  de  Caux,  under  date  of  the  21th 
day  of  October,  1883,  iu  relation  to  the  said  claims.  That  letterisare- 
ply  to  the  demand  ma<le  upon  me  by  the  agent  for  tbe  French  Kepnblic 
that  tbe  cases  referred  to  should  be  withdrawn  in  accordance  with  tbe 
principle  laid  down  in  the  correspondence  touching  the  case  of  Jsaac 
Taylor  v.  the  Republic  of  France. 

It  is  intimated  in  the  last  paragraph  but  one  of  my  reply  that  three 
of  the  cases  named  may  fall  by  classiticatioii  under  tbe  lead  of  tbe 
Isaac  Taylor  case,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  they  xbould  be  so  classiOed. 

It  occurs  to  me  that,  if  I  consent  to  and  take  part  iu  the  oral  argn- 
meat,  my  action  may  be  construed  by  the  ageut  and  counsel  for  France 
into  an  admission  that  I  have  waived  the  objections  heretofore  made  to 
tlie  consideration  of  similar  cases  against  the  United  States,  and  my 
action  may  be  made  use  of  to  sustain  the  position  of  the  French  Oot- 
ernment  iu  regard  to  the  case  of  Le  More,  No.  211. 

It  will  be  agreeable  to  me  to  receive  your  suggestions  or  inatmctioiu 
in  regartl  to  my  course  concerning  an  oral  argument. 
Very  I'eapectfully,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counael  for  the  United  8taU*. 


Mr.  BomttBtll  to  Montiftir  Qrimaai  it  Cam. 

Fbrncr  and  AnRiCAN  CLxufe  Couhissiom, 

15ie  H  Strkkt, 
fCathingtim,  Oetobrr  iU,  1»0. 

Sir:  Siuce  tbe  receipt  of  ;our  oommuDicatioo  of  thu  3d  of  October,  io  which  von 
demand  the  vitbilrawal  of  certain  cwh^s  uow  jiending  before  tbe  French  &nd  AInf^ 
icftn  Claimn  Com  minion,  umniel]-,  The  Arizona  Mining  Coidpbqv  kjiAtnat  the  RcpnhiJc 
of  Frauce,  Nu.  13;  WilluHlon  &.  Dutton  againet  tbe  Republic  of  France,  No.  17;  mi 
Humplirej  E.  Woodbonse  a(;aiiiat  the  Republic  of  Frauce,  No.  7,  I  hare  made  txua- 
inaCion  of  tbe  caaee  named,  reepectifely,  and  am  oovr  able  to  give  you  my  concln^ioiu. 

It  appears  from  tbe  record  that  in  the  CA«e  of  Woodhonse  c.  The  French  Rcpablic, 
No.  7,  tnere  never  was  a  decision  of  a  price  oonrt  which  in  an;  manner  loDohc*  ilw 
■nbjeot-matter  of  tbe  claim  set  fortb  in  tbe  memorial.  If  I  accept  tbe  reoonl  ■■  wb- 
taining  a  tmthl^il  stalemeut  of  the  eventa  aa  tbe^  occurred,  it  appean,  tfaerefttm. 
that  the  vessel  called  tbe  Milo  bad  on  board  at  the  time  of  her  seiiure  oertsio  atticlN 
which  were  olaimed  tobecontrabaudof  war,  and  certain  other  articlea  which  WMeaol 
contraband  of  war ;  and  that  the  veasel  and  cargo  were  aeiied  b;  tbe  French  tnaa-c/- 
wftT  HagellAD  and  tJikeu  to  tbe  port  of  Vttra>CrDE,  where  a  portion  of  the  ewgo  mi 
oondemned.  It  appears  also  that  a  partial  payment  was  made  to  one  Jomt  ^tca'a 
for  that  pmljen  of  the  cargo  which  was  adjndeed  to  be  free,  while  the  ftrtlelat  deemed 
to  be  contraband  of  wai  were  coD&acated.     Toe  reoord  dow  not  ahow  that  any  ptv- 
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CMdingB  wrre  had  kg&lDstthe  resae],  and  after  a  period  of  detention  at  Vera  Cniiabe 
wan  permitted  to  reium  to  Hatainoroa,  the  port  of  oriKJual  destinailoa,  with  a  poitioo 
of  hpr  oargo  OD  board 

TUe  claim  in  for  low  opon  the  men-hand ise,  for  proviaions  and  equipment  needed 
apoii  the  vojBKe  from  Vera  Crui;  Co  Matainoroe,  for  injnry  to  the  vessel,  aud  for  losa 
of  freiftht  nmu-y  dne  to  (be  lielaiitiim. 

rpcm  tbia  Ktate  «f  facie- 1  oiu  of  tlie  opinion  that  the  cose  of  Woodhonse  against 
the  Repnblic  of  France  does  not  roine  within  the  ntle  adopted  in  the  case  of  Taylor 
■Kaiiiat  the  Bepublic  of  France,  No.  1.  1  decline,  therefore,  to  withdraw  the  case  of 
Wiioil  house. 

As  lo  the  other  three  cuirs,  it  is  to  he  saiil  thnt  1  have  not  j'et  satiofied  myself  that 
the;  do  not  fnll  within  the  role  estalilinhed  in  the  case  of  Taylor,  allhonith  it  ia  possi- 
hlv  that  a  more  carefnl  ezBuiinaliou  of  the  records  will  furnish  grouiiilB  for  diatin- 
guinbiuK  Ihne  casra  from  the  Taylor  case. 

It  is  Known  to  yon  that  chko  No.  211,  Le  More  r.  'the  United  States,  has  been  made 
theHnliJrnt  ordi]ilomatic  action,  and  I  shall  delay  a  definite  reply  to  your  demand  in 
cnsfR  Nob.  13,  16,  and  17  sjiaitist  France  tiotil  I  rereive  specific  instruc'ions  from  the 
Department  of  StatH,  or  information  as  to  the  decision  flnally  had  in  the  oaae  of  Le 

Very  respectfully, 

GEOBOE  8.  BOUTWELL, 
Agwt  ani  Counitt  for  Ma  United  SUtta, 


Mr.  Fretinghvyaen  to  Mr.  BoutKetl, 

Department  op  State, 

Washington,  January  21, 1884. 

Sib  :  1  am  JD  receipt  of  yonr  letter  of  the  IStb  itistant,  in  which  you 
state  that  the  French  and  American  Commiattioii  has  directed  argument 
io  fourcasesaKainsttheFreDchKepiiblic, wliichtbeagentof  tbeGovern-  ■ 
ment  has  heretofore  requested  you  to  withdraw  as  embraced  within  the 
Taylor  agreement;  and  you  add  that  yoa  have  no  doubt  that  three  of 
thera  fall  within  that  cla8»>.  You  intimate  that  should  you  agree  on  these 
cases,  your  action  may  be  construed  into  an  a^lmission  that  yon  have 
waived  the  objections  heretofore  made  to  the  consideration  of  similar 
cases  af^ainst  the  United  States,  and  that  your  action  may  be  made  use 
of  to  sustain  the  position  of  the  French  Government  in  regard  to  the 
case  of  Le  More,  No.  2L1,  and  you  request  instructions  as  to  your  coarse. 
Ton  inclose  a  copy  of  your  letter  to  Mr.  Grimaud  de  Caaz  of  October 
24th  last,  in  response  to  a  request  to  withdraw  these  claims. 

The  four  cases  are  those  of  Woodhonse,  No.  7,  the  Arizona  Mining 
Company,  No.  13,  George  Ooodrum,  No.  16,  and  WilluKton  and  Dalton, 
No.  17,  all  against  the  Republic  of  France.  The  case  of  Woodhouse. 
No.  7,  is  not  of  importance  in  this  connection,  as  you  definitely  declinea 
to  withdraw  it,  and  no  appeal  ha^  been  taken  from  that  decittion  through 
the  French  minister  to  this  Department,  As  to  the  other  three  cases, 
yon  informed  Mr.  Grimaud  de  Ciiux  that  you  had  not  satisfied  yonrself 
that  they  do  not  fall  within  the  excluding  rule,  >'  althongb  it  is  possible 
that  a  more  careiul  examination  of  the  records  will  furnish  grounds  for 
distinguishing  these  cases  from  the  Taylnr  case.  The  negotiations  and 
agreement  in  the  Taylor  case  are  so  well  known  to  yon  that  a  short  re- 
ference to  them  is  sufficient  to  show  the  gronnds  upon  which  your  action 
should  be  based.  The  second  article  of  the  treaty  of  January,  1380, 
establishing  the  commission,  expressly  excepts  from  its  Jurisdiction  all 
claims  which  had  heretofore  been  diplomatically,  judicially,  or  othra- 
wise  by  competent  authorities  disposed  of  by  eiUier  Government." 
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Mr.  Isaac  Taylor  filed  a  claim  agaiost  the  Kepublic  of  France  for  the 
loss  of  a  cargo  of  petroleum  seized  during  the  FraDcoGerman  war  by 
a  French  cruiser,  and  condemned  by  »  French  prize  court,  which  con- 
demnation was  affirmed  upon  appeal.  Thereupon  Mr.  Outrey,  then 
minister  from  France  in  Washington,  requested  of  my  predecessor,  Mr. 
Blaiue,  that  he  direct  you  to  withdraw  the  case,  as  clearly  without  the 
junsdiction  of  the  Commission  and  as  not  one  of  the  claims  which  the 
two  GovenimentB  had  agreed  to  submit  to  it  for  adjudication,  it  having 
been  judicially  disposed  of  by  a  competent  tribunal  prior  to  the  oodcIq- 
siou  of  the  treaty.  To  this  Mr.  Blaiue  assented,  and  yoo  were  informed 
of  the  fact,  although  directions  to  withdraw  the  case  were  not  at  that 
time  in  terms  given  to  yon. 

The  authority  for  this  action  is  found  in  article  5  of  the  treaty,  which 
provides  that  each  Government  may  name  an  ageut  to  present  and  Bup- 
poTt  claims  on  its  behalf,  and  is  one  habitnally  nsed  for  diplomatic 
cases  are  presented  as  Oovernment,  not  iudividniU  claims.  The  rights 
of.  the  individual  are  not  against  the  foreign,  bat  against  his  own  Oov- 
ernment, of  which  he  may  demand  protection  and  of  which  he  shoold 
obtain  redress,  if  any  be  due  him.  All  Oovernments,  however,  have 
the  right  and,  in  fact,  the  daty  is  imposed  upon  them  of  urging  diplo- 
matically only  such  claims  as  may  seem  to  them  jnst,  or  whose  presen- 
tation the  political  situation  and  the  good  of  the  nation  may  audiorize. 
The  moment  a  claim  is  diplomatically  presented  it  becomes  a  govern- 
mental and  not  an  individual  matter,  and  all  tbp  power  and  diacretaon 
as  to  action  upon  it  rtfsts  in  the  hands  of  the  proper  authorities. 

The  agreement  between  Mr.  Blaine  and  Mr.  Ontrey  was  conpled  with 
a  speci&c  statement  that  the  Taylor  case  is  not  diplomatically  preju- 
diced by  withdrawal  from  this  Commission,  and  with  a  further  agree- 
ment to  withdraw  all  claims  against  the  United  States  similar  to  it ' 
The  agreement,  therefore,  amounts  merely  to  a  decision  that  this  class 
of  cases  was  not  intended  by  the  two  Governments  to  be  submitted 
to  this  Commission  for  adjudication,  and  involves  no  decision  as  to  the 
vulidity  of  the  claims  in  themselves. 

The  matter  was  brought  to  my  attention  by  Mr.  Boustan,  who  had 
succeeded  Mr.  Outrey,  and  I  thereupon  directed  you  to  carry  ont  the 
agreement  by  withdrawing  the  Taylor  case,  which  you  did.  Previous 
to  this,  however,  you  had  submitted  several  cases  against  the  United 
States  to  this  Department,  which,  in  your  opinion,  fell  within  the  agree- 
ment, and  the  French  Minister  was  requested  to  withdraw  them,  he 
suggested  as  the  most  convenient  mode  of  handling  these  claims,  that 
you  and  the  French  agent  should  endeavor  to  come  to  an  agreement, 
failing  which  recourse  could  be  had  to  this  Department  on  the  one  side, 
and  the  French  minister  on  the  other. 

Pursuant  to  this  plan  several  cases  have  been  withdrawn,  and  the 
only  serious  divergence  of  opinion  has  arisen  in  the  case  of  Le  More, 
which  appears  to  this  Goverumeut  to  fall  most  distinctly  within  the 
rule.  During  the  initial  decision  Mr.  Outrey  strongly  urged  the  tack 
of  power  in  the  Commission  to  decide  upon  its  jurisdiction  in  these 
cases.  In  his  note  of  Kovember  18,  1881,  to  Sfr.  Blaine,  he  used  the 
following  language : 

Id  inrMtine  '^b  Commiiaion  with  abwiutn  powen,  and  )n  acoonJing  to  its  (teciMona 
a  obaract«r  of  finality  from  which  there  is  do  appeal,  the  two  QoTeruineuta  intended 
that  tboae  powers  ahoiild  be  ezerciaed  only  nltbiii  the  rif[orouB  limita  fixod  bj  theiu, 
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And  I  am  iaformed  that  in  cooTersation  he  absolutely  declined  to 
allow  the  decision  of  the  French  prize  court  to  be  examined  by  tbeCom- 
miasioD.  In  my  conversation  with  Mr.  Ronstan  in  regard  to  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Taylor  case,  during  which  we  discussed  the  withdrawal  of 
several  cases  agaiust  the  United  States,  which  seemed  to  be  eimilar  in 
principle,  I  snggeeted  that  it  would  be  couveoient  to  reft-r  the  whole 
matter  to  the  Commission  upon  an  nnderstanding  that  a  decision  should 
be  made  upon  the  question  of  jurisdiction  separate  and  apart  from  the 
merits  of  the  several  cases.  To  this  Mr.  Bouatau  did  not  assent,  pre- 
ferring that  this  power  shonld  be  retained  by  the  diplomatic  branches 
of  the  two  Governments. 

The  matter,  therefore,  stands  as  follows :  Should  the  agent  of  one  of 
the  Governments  hold  that  a  claim  against  it  hag  been  finally  disfwaed 
of  by  competent  authority,  he  will  so  inform  his  colleague  and  request 
its  withdrawal.  Should  this  be  declined,  he  will  commnnicate  with  hia 
Government  through  the  proper  officer,  and  shonld  his  views  be  sus- 
tained, the  case  will  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  claiming  Gov- 
ernment, with  a  request  for  withdrawal. 

The  initiative,  therefore,  always  rests  with  the  Government  against 
whom  the  claim  is  brought.  You  have  not  assented  to  the  withdrawal 
of  the  three  cases — of  the  Arizona  Mining  Company,  George  Goodrum 
and  Willuston,  and  Dutton;  and  while  you  have  not  declined  to  with- 
draw them,  the  French  agent  is  fully  informed  of  your  position  by  your 
letter  to  him  of  October  24,  1S83.  If,  therefore,  the  Commission  forces 
them  to  argument  it  is  for  your  colleague  to  object,  and  I  cannot  see 
that  your  assent  to  argue  the  cases  can  commit  tbis  Government  as 
against  that  of  France. 

Another  point  Is  raised,  however,  by  the  statement  that  in  your  opiu' 
ion  the  three  cases  fall  within  the  excepting  clause  of  the  treaty.  Not 
having  the  record  before  me,  I  cunnot,  of  course,  say  whether  in  my  opiU' 
ioD  your  conclusion  is  correct.  Admitting  it  to  be  ho,  international  fide! 
ity  will  require  a  withdrawal  of  the  cases,  although  this  need  not  neces- 
sarily take  place  immediately,  nor  need  it  take  place  at  all  should  the 
French  agent  agree  to  allow  them  to  proceed.  I  should  have  no  difficulty 
in  the  matter  were  it  not  for  the  action  of  the  Government  in  the  case  of 
Le  More  (211);  that  case  clearly  falls  within  the  excepting  clause,  and 
yet  Mr.  Ferry,  in  answer  to  a  request  for  its  withdrawal,  suggests  a  ref- 
erence of  the  question  of  jurisdiction  to  the  Commission.  As  this  posi- 
tion is  exactiy  the  opposite  of  that  taken  by  the  French  Government 
heretofore,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  it,  and  I  a'wait  an  answer  to  my 
communication  on  the  subject.  Under  these  circaiostances  you  may  go 
on  with  the  argument  in  these  three  cases ;  but  that  our  position  may  be 
clearly  understood,  you  will  preface  your  argument  by  a  statement  that 
you  proceed  without  prejudice  to  any  negotiations  between  the  two 
Governments  in  the  caseof  Le  More  (211),  and  without  admitting  in  any 
manner  the  jurisdiction  of  the  former  over  it. 


I  am,  &c., 

H.  Ex.  235 39 
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Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  FrelinghMyMmt. 

French  AJn>  Ajicbiugam  Claims  GoMMission, 

WatkingtoK,  January  24, 16SL 
Bra. :  At  the  sesaion  of  the  French  and  Ameriosn  Claims  Comtniasku 
yesterday,  when  the  cases  of  the  Arizona  Mining  Company  against  the 
Bepablic  of  France,  Xo.  13 ;  George  Qoodrum  against  the  Bepablic  at 
France,  Xo.  16;  and  Willaston  and  Dutton,  ezecators,  against  the  Be- 
pablic of  France,  No.  17,  were  called  for  argament,  I  submitted  a  state- 
uent  accompanied  with  a  protest,  agreeably  to  the  iDStrootions  cod- 
tained  in  yoar  letter  of  the  2l8t  instant-. 

Mr.  de  Csux,  the  agent  of  the  Bepnblio  of  France,  prosented  a  state- 
ment in  reply. 

Copies  of  these  papers,  marked,  respectively,  A  and  B,  are  herewitli 
transmitted  for  your  information. 

1  have,  &c.,  

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Countelfor  the  UniteA  ^atet. 


Fkxkcr  and  Ahbrican  Ci.aim8  ComnssiON, 

IfaihingUn,  D.  C,  Januarg  23,  IMI. 

Before  proceeding  with  the  argninent  in  the  case  of  the  Anzoiik  Uining'  Comataj 
e.  The  Rnpnblic  ol  France,  No.  13 :  the  cose  of  George  Qoodmm  r.  The  Kepntric  of 
France,  No.  16 :  and  the  cue  of  Wiiluetoa  a(  al.,  executors,  v.  The  Bepablic  of  Frsncf, 
No.  17,  I  submit  to  thii  honorable  Commlssinn  a  statement  of  eertolo  proceedings  al- 
ready bad  in  refen^nce  to  said  coses,  and  of  the  position  occnpied  b;  the  agent  and 
Gouii'ttrl  for  the  Government  of  the  United  Statea  m  reference  tbureto. 

Under  date  of  the  3d  of  October,  1683,  I  received  from  Mr.  Grimand  de  Canx,  agent 
for  the  French  Kepnblic,  a  commnnication  in  which  he  demanded  the  witbdiswd  hj 
me  from  the  jnriiuiiction  of  the  Commiaaion  of  the  three  coaea  above  noiaed,  and  alaa 
the  ca»e  of  Humphrey  E.  Woodboose  v.  The  Republie  of  France,  No.  7,  and  upon  the 
ground  that  the  j  were  within  the  rule  adopted  in  the  case  of  Isaac  Tajlor  r.  The  Be- 
pablic of  France,  No.  1. 

In  reply  to  the  demand  thna  made  by  Mr.  de  Caux  I  answered,  noder  date  of  tbf 
S4th  of  October,  18ri3,  that  it  waa  clear  fWim  the  record  that  tbe  eaae  of  Woodbotu* 
V.  The  French  Kepublic,  No.  T,  did  not  fall  under  the  role  adopted  in  tbe  eaae  of  Imm 
Taylor,  and  I  therolore  declined  peremplorily  to  withdraw  that  claim.  Aa  to  tlie  other 
three  coeea,  1  said  that  I  had  not  satiafled  myself  that  they  did  not  fall  witbln  the  rnl* 
eatablifihed  in  the  case  of  Taylor,  althon)th  it  was  possible  that  a  more  careful  examin- 
ation of  the  records  wonld  furnish  gronnda  for  distingnisblng  thoae  tttree  cmm 
from  tbe  Taylor  case.  I  also  aaid,  in  reply,  that  it  waa  known  to  Hr,  de  Canx  that 
cane  No,  311,  Le  Merer.  The  United  Statea,  had  been  made  a  subject  of  diplouiaUc  ic- 
liuii,  uud  I  announced  to  him  that  I  dflnyed  a  dedoite  reply  to  bis  demand  in  cum 
IfoH.  13,  16,  and  IT,  afsainat  France  nntil  I  received  specific  inatmctioue  from  the  Dt- 

Krtnient  of  State,  or  further  information  aa  to  the  deciaion  iinally  had  in  tbe  cataaf 
More. 

Tbe  three  caaeH  last  mentioned  having  been  set  for  oral  argiimeot  npoo  notice  en- 
tered by  tbe  counael  for  the  French  Republic,  the  agent  and  counsel  for  tbe  Unlu^ 
StMtce  aaauniea  that  the  agent  for  the  French  Republic  baa  waived,  or  now  waiTO. 
bin  demand  for  tbe  withdrawal  of  the  mild  caaea  from  the  Jnrisdiction  of  the  Commit- 
aion,  and  that  the  qucatiun  of  Juriadiction,  aa  preaented  in  tbe  communication  of  Kr. 
de  Caiix  of  tbe  3il  of  October,  186:1.  is  not  to  be  raised  in  argument. 

In  thia  vitn  of  the  aitiiatiou,  and  under  these  circnmatances,  the  connMl  for  tkt 
United  States  will  take  part  in  the  arguuieat  of  these  three  oases;  but  upon  theri- 
preaa  declaration  that  hia  action  in  this  respect  in  without  prejadice  tu  any  ne)nili*-, 
tions  that  have  been,  ormay  bo,  had  by  the  two  Oovemnients  in  the  caae  of  Le  Mnir' 
<■.  The  United  Slates,  No.  sll,  and  tbe  protests  that  do  Infereuoe  it  to  be  drawn  froai 
this  action  in  support  uf  any  claim  that  may  be  mode  that  thia  Commiasionhaijsiii- 
diction  over  tbo  aaid  case  of  Le  More.  ,  -  , 


FRENCH   AND  AMERICAN  CLAmS  COMMISSION. 


STATRHKNT. 

In  KfentiM  to  omm  Nob.  13, 16,  and  17,  tnentioned  in  b  statement  J  oat  re&d  to  the 
Coram inion,  the  egeot  for  the  United  States  in  bis  tetter  of  October  34,  IBtQ,  to  the 
ftgent  for  the  FreDoh  Bepublio  stated  that  he  would  delay  a  deSnite  answer  coDoeni- 
in^  said  oaaea  nntil  he  would  receive  spuciflc  inatructlons  or  information  as  to  the  de- 
eieiou  dnally  had  in  the  case  of  O.  A.  Le  More  r.  The  United  States,  No.  311. 

The  reply  of  the  agent  for  [be  Freuch  Sepablic,  under  date  of  Oetober  35,  1BS3, 
has  been,  in  Bnbstance,  that  be  woald  wait  until  a  more  definite  answer  wonld  be 
nMl*ed  by  him  from  the  agent  of  the  Uuited  States. 

The  matter  between  the  two  agents  rests  there,  and  the  qnevtion  of  walviuff  of  th* 
demand  of  withdrawal  of  the  oases  Nob.  13,  10,  and  17  has  not  been  entertained  hf 
the  agent  for  the  French  Repablio. 


No.  114. 

Mr.  Frelinghujitm  to  Mr.  Boutwell. 

Departuent  of  State, 

WathinffUm,  February  7, 1884. 
8iB  1  I  tranamit  to  yoa  herewith,  for  roar  information,  a  copy  of  » 
despatch  to  this  Department  from  Mr.  Morton,  the  Amerioan  minister 
at  Paris,  conceniing  the  Le  More  case. 
I  am,  &C., 

FBED.  T.  FBELINGHITYSEK. 


No.  478.]  Legation  op  thk  Unitkd  Statu, 

Pari*,  January  16,  1884. 

Sib:  Toot  telegrams  of  the 9th  and  lltb  instant  in  relation  to  the  Lemoie  case  were 
dnlv  received,  and  commnnicated  at  once  to  Mr.  Jnles  Ferry. 

My  teiegram  of  tbe  14th  instant  gave  yon  the  snbstance  of  die  answer  which  Mr. 
Ferry  proposed  to  niake.  This  answer  was  reoMved  this  morning,  a  cony  and  trans- 
lation of  which,  with  copies  of  my  telegram,  my  notes  to  Mr.  Ferry  ana  of  yonr  two 
telegraois  I  inclose  herewith. 

I  will  add  confidentially  that  althungh  the  French  OoTemment  has  never  mad« 
direotly,  or  even  indirectly,  any  complaint  as  to  the  operations  of  the  Commission,  I 
have  reason  to  believe  that  it  baa  given  it  very  little  satisfaction. 

Tbe  French  Oovemment  did  not  expect  that  the  proceedings  of  the  Commission 
wonld  lie  so  elaborate  and  attended  with  ench  expenses  and  coats  for  the  claimants. 
They  were  nndor  the  impression,  it  seems,  that  its  judgments  wonld  lie  rendered  more 
in  equity  than  in  law,  and  that  each  claim  would  be  promptly  and  fairly  disposed  of 
without  involving  long  and  costly  pleadings  and  charges.  If  I  have  wall  unrtemtood 
intimBtions  made  I  mnnt  say,  in  a  very  discreet  manner,  tbe  French  foreign  office  feara 
that  when  the  resolts  obtained  by  submitting  the  French  clsima  to  this  Commiasion 
will  be  officially  reported  to  the  chambers,  a  great  feeling  of  dissatiafaction  will  pr*. 
Tail.  They  ascribe  this,  I  am  informed,  to  the  great  influence  of  Mr.  Boutwell,  who 
they  say  carries  everything  his  own  wav,  and  upon  whom  they  look  as  too  keen  ft 
lawyer,  one  whose  high  position  overshadea  the  plain  and  simple  minded  representa- 
tives of  the  French  Government  near  the  Commission. 
I  have,  Slc., 

LEVI  P.  MORTON. 

Mr.  FKBI/K  T,  FRKUHaBDTSBH. 
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Copy  of  ■  note  from  Mr.  MorUnt  to  Mr.  Jnlet  Ferry. 

Lkoation  of  thx  Unitkd  Statu, 

FarU,  /atiaary  9,  lfl64. 

Sir:  I  bave  tbe  honor  to  •ulimit  herewith  *  cop;  and  tnuislation  ot  a  tel^Tsin  »■ 
oelved  tbl«  morning  from  my  Govommeot  in  relation  to  the  cam  of  Le  Mora  which 
was  the  object  of  my  veibal  note  of  the  8Sd  nltimo  to  j-aar  excelleac;,  and  of  your 
reply  of  the  tnth. 

It  Deems  that  this  case  waa  not  tried  on  the  SSth  as  you  tappoaed  it  would  be,  and 
that  it  IB  itill  pending  before  tbe  Franco'Anwncan  Comniiiwioo. 

Mr.  Frelin^UayMD  inttmcts  me  to  again  request  the  ■uapenaion  of  tbe  trial  ptv- 
Tiously  applied  for  anil  remarks  that  on  a  precedine  ocoaslou  ;oar  Oovemment  made 
a  lumilsr  request  whiob  n'as  promptly  complied  wiui.  As  on  this  occaiion  it  was  not 
deemed  that  the  CommiesJuo  bad  authority  to  decide  npou  the  application  of  Article 
"i.  it  is  expected  that  the  same  mliog  will  be  adhered  to  now  and  that  a  reasonable 
time  will  be  allowed  for  negotiation  tMtweeo  tbe  two  Oovemmeuu  aa  to  the  applica- 
bility of  tbix  article  to  the  present  case. 
I  avail  myself,  &o., 

L,  P.  MORTON. 


Copt/  of  a  note  from  Mr.  Morion  to  Mr.  Jula  Ferrg. 

Lbqation  of  thf  Umttbd  Statkb, 

Parit,  Januarg  18, 1881. 


SiK ;  I  have  the  honor  to  send  herewith  a  copy  and  tramilation  of  a  telegram  which 

[  have  received  this  Diorniugfrom  Mr,  Frelinghuysen,  in  relation  to  the  tie  More  case. 

1  cannot  add  anything  to  tbe  atatemsnt  so  clearly  made  by  Mr.  f^elioghuyaen  in 


this  t«Iegrani ;  the  position  he  has  taken  doee  not  need  to  be  snpported  by  argnmenl, 
and  1  tmict  yonr  excellency  will  not  hesitate  to  meet  hisraqnest  with  yonr  aecnatonied 
friendly  disposition,  which  is  so  cordially  reciprocated  by  my  Oovemment. 
I  avail  myself  of  this  occasion  to  renew,  &c., 

L.  P.  HOBTOH. 
His  Excellencv  Mr.  Julks  Fkrkt, 

iVerideal  of  Ike  ComiuU  Minitter  iff  Foreign  AJairt,  forte. 


XirantUttUm  of  Mr.  Ftrri^i  noit  to  Mr.  Morion. 

Paris,  Janaary  14, 1864. 

Sir:  On  the  9th  and  I21h  of  this  month  yon  were  good  enoagh  to  commnnicate  to 
me  two  ftirther  tulegrams  from  Mr.  Prelinghnynen,  relative  to  tbe  claim  bronBht  by 
Mr.  Le  More  sgaiuat  tbe  Government  of  tne  United  Statee.  The  Secretary  of  Stale 
insisia  upon  a  poet)]onement  of  this  case  until  such  time  as  the  two  Govemmenla 
might  come  to  an  understanding.  He  recalls  that  npon  a  previous  similar  oocanon 
tbo  Government  of  the  Uuil«d  Statee  consented  to  tbe  witbdrawal  of  Uie  Taylor 
claim,  tboB  concnrring  in  the  opinion  of  the  French  Government,  which  refaaed  tbe 
Commisaiou  the  faculty  of  deciding  with  reference  to  the  application  of  article  9  of 
the  treaty  of  leSO. 

We  can  bnt  admit  that  in  the  case  of  the  Taylor  claim,  we  thought  St  to  insist 
that  the  American  Government  should  itself  enforce  article  2  of  tbe  treaty  by  with* 
drawing  a  claim  which  waa  evidently  contrary  to  tbe  provisions  of  tbe  said  article. 
Following  the  same  doctrine,  we  have  on  our  side  withdrawn  previoas  to  any  de- 
cision of  the  coiuniisaion  the  Ca.van,  Laplace,  and  Laplante  claims,  and  in  part  the 
Perdreanville  aud  Perrodin  claims,  which  in  the  opiuioii  of  the  Waehiagton  cabinet, 
as  in  onts,  did  noi  come  within  tbe  conditions  prescribed  by  tbe  treaty,  bnt  in  both 
caa>a.  if  tbe  two  Govemineats,  bad  not  succeeded  in  coming  to  an  ondentanding 
npon  the  interlocntorv  question,  the  settlement  of  the  same  wonid  neoeaaarily  have 
been  left  (o  the  commiwiion  iiself 

Snch  is  preuinely  the  position  in  which  the  two  Govemmenia  are  respeetiTely 
placed  at  the  preseut  time  with  reference  to  the  Le  Mora  claim.  The  ahserratJoni 
made  by  the  Government  of  the  United  Statea  have  not  dispelled  the  doabta  that,  in 
our  view,  exist  upon  the  point  aa  to  whether  tbia  claim  should  be  oonsiderad  aa  hav- 
ing been  previously  decided  by  competent  authorities. 

Hence  it  appears  to  ua  impossible  to  deprive  onr  compatriot  of  the  last  reaovree 
left  open  to  him. 

At  the  end  of  the  telegram  anneied  to  yonr  letter  of  the  ISth  Jannair,  Mr.  Fn- 
ilnghnysen  allades  to  tbe  diplomatic  negotiationa  bearing  npon  tbe  Le  Mora  «Uia 
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pievionBly  to  1880.  Onr  legation  at  Waahington  baa  in  fact  not  ceased  to  endeavor 
to  obtain  a  settlement,  UL-vtr  having  aduiitttU  tliat  tbe  qiieHlion  conld  be  considered 
aa  having  been  Anally  determined  upon  by  competent  authoritiea;  and  if  all  tbe  pro- 
ceedinga  taken  were  interrupted  from  IbBO,  it  ia  precisely  because,  in  our  view,  ib» 
CommiBBion  conacituted  b^  tDe  tniaty  of  that  same  year  was  to  be  called  npon  to  de- 
cide tbe  question  witb  refcience  tc  whicb  tbe  Government  had  been  nnable  to  oome 
to  an  nnderatandlng. 

Id  this  position  we  cannot  see  the  utility  of  tbe  adjournment  Teqneeted  by  the 
'Waebington  cabinet,  since  tbe  controversy  may  be  considered  aa  exhausted  after  the 
uecDliutiona  which  took  place  between  the  two  Goverumenta  upon  the  subject-matter. 
A  Ajrther  postponement  would  have  uo  other  object  than  to  prolong  still  more  the 
period  of  work  of  the  Couimiiwiou,  to  the  prejudice  of  tbe  intereata  ot  the  clalmsota. 

Mr.  Eouatan  must  have  iufutmed  Mr.  Frelingbuyaen  directly  of  the  motives  which 
do  not  permit  as  to  concur  in  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  United  States  Govern ment 
Id  this  mstance,  and  which  determiue  us  to  leave  to  the  Commission  the  caae  of  finally 
appreciating,  according  to  article  2  of  the  treaty  of  lieO,  whether  the  claim  combiaea 
the  neceaaary  conditions  to  be  decided  upon  its  merits. 
Beceive,  See., 

JULES  FEBEY. 

Hr.  Morton, 

Minialer  of  the  United  Slata,  Parii. 


Cops  of  *  ttl^p-aM  front  Mr.  Frelingkuftt*  lo  Mr,  Morion. 

Washikoton,  Jamiarf  9. 
MOBTON,  Minitler,  ParU: 

Hr.  Ferrv'a  letter  to  yon  o(S7th  DecembeT,  received  from  French  minialer,  lacking 
assent  of  both  Oovernmenta,  the  Freuch  Commission  decided  to  go  on  with  Le  More 
case.  It  was  to  obtain  this  very  consent  for  delay  that  the  telegram  of  December  3 
waa  sent  yon.  This  Government  assented  immediately  to  a  similar  tequeat  of  the 
French  Government  in  the  case  of  Taylor  and  Chouascan.  In  the  Taylor  calie  the 
French  Uoverumeut  did  not  deem  tbe  Couimisiiiou  competeuc  to  deuide  upon  the 
Application  of  article  2.  We  assented  lo  this  interpretation,  and  the  case  waa  with- 
drawn. French  minister  here  telegraphs  to-day  for  instructions  as  to  oonaentlDg  to 
auapend  action  pending  n^otiatious.     Urge  suspension.      Instruction  to  you  by  this 

FRELINGHUrSEN. 


Copy  of  a  telegram  from  Mr.  FrtliKghtyieit  to  Mr.  Morion. 

Washibqton,  January  11, 1884. 
Morton,  Miniater,  Parit : 

The  French  minister  called  on  me  about  eight  months  ago,  insisting  that  what  is 
known  as  tbe  Taylor  caae  should  be  withdrawn  from  the  Commission  because  it  had 
been  decided  finally  by  the  courts  of  France,  and  cunaequsutly  did  aot  fall  within 
the  dFscription  of  cases  agreed  to  be  submitted  to  tbe  CommiaoioD.  He  refused  to 
aulimit  the  question  of  Jurisdiction  to  second  Congreas,  saying  that  was  a,  diplomatic 
qnestion.  I  agreed  with  him,  and  directed  the  case  to  be  withdrawn,  aa  it  was,  ac- 
cordingly. 

Tbe  Le  More  case  has  been  finally  decided  by  tbe  highest  court  of  thia  country.  I 
ask  that  it  be  withdrawn  ;  that  is,  1  ask  the  case  be  nut  pressed  at  once,  that  France 
mav  consider  tbe  propriety  of  my  request.  This  is  declined,  leaving  it  to  the  tribunal 
to  determine  tbe  queaUon  of  Jurisdiction,  tbe  very  function  that  the  French  minister 
protested  against  in  the  Taylor  case,  iu  which  protest  I  coucurred.  It  is  needlsaa  for 
me  to  say  that  tliia  Government  cannot  aubmit  to  any  rule  regulating  the  Commission 
but  those  that  are  (fqual  to  each  nation.  I  truat  that  direction  will  be  given  that  the 
ease  be  delayed  so  that  this  queation  may  be  in  an  amicable  manner  adjoatud  aatta- 
factorily  to  both  nations.  If  it  is  not  we  will  insist  upon  the  ruling  in  the  Taylor 
ease  governing  the  Le  Uoie  case.  I  nndoratand  that  it  is  claimed  that  tbia  Govern- 
ment atated  that  the  Le  More  case  must  be  prosecuted  to  a  tinal  bearing  in  our  conrts, 
and  that  not  until  then  would  cbey  consider  it  diplomatically.  Thia  statement,  how- 
ever, waa  before  the  treaty  uf  IHtiO  waa  made  excluding  from  the  Commission  all  oases 
that  had  been  finally  judicially  disposed  of,  and  tbe  questioa  now  is  not  whether  that 
claims  shall  bo  diplomatically  settled,  but  on  the  contrary,  it  ia  claimed  that  it  aboil 
be  determined  by  a  Commisalon,  Oom  which,  by  the  treaty  of  1880,  it  ia  expressly 
excladed. 

EBELINOHUTSEN. 
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Cops  of  o  tehgram  frojH  Mr.  Morton  to  the  S«orttarg  of  State. 

FRKUNOHCTeBS,  Sft^elarf,  Wa$}ii*gton  : 

Expect  a  M-iittoa  answer  to-morrow  abonl,  Le  More  caw.  I  fear  yoor  reqneat  will 
not  be  ([ranted.  It  is  remarked  tijnt  in  Taylor  caw  yon  agreed  with  the  PrenchOoT- 
ernment  tbat  it  had  been  tried  in  Franca ;  in  the  same  manner  France  agreed  with 
you  that  certain  other  cases  had  be«n  Hnally  disposed  of  in  the  United  State*,  and  th«y 
were  withdrawn.  But  In  the  Le  More  caee  France  dtwenta.  She  beli«res  that  tha 
main  point  haa  not  been  Hnally  decided  upon  by  American  coorta,  and  bom  no  other 
way  of  settling  this  disagreement  than  by  referring  the  matter  to  the  Commivion 
itanlf.  Powers  of  the  Commission  bring  about  tu  expire  Franoe  doea  not  see  bow 
oaae  can  be  delayed. 

MORTON, 

Jfiaitbr. 


Mr,  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Ih-elinghvysen. 

Feenj[:h  and  Ausbican  Clatvs  Gohhission, 

1518  H  Stbket, 
Waihington,  February  11,  1884. 
8m:  At  a  meeting  of  tbe  GommissioD,  held  the  7tb  inBtaot,  the  caae 
of  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Go.  v.  the  Unitdd  States,  So.  311,  was  called  for 
argnmeDt. 

As  the  Marquis  de  Gbambmn  wa«  aboat  to  address  the  president,  I 
interposed  and  presented  a  protest,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  inclosed. 
I  then  left  the  room,  bat  I  am  informed  Uiat  the  Marqais  de  Gham- 
toon  proceeded  with  an  argument  on  behalf  of  the  olaimaots. 
Very  respectfully, 

GEOBGE  B.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Oomuelfor  the  United  8t<^ei. 


Wabhikoton,  AInurir  6,  1 
O.  A.  Lk  Horb  &  Co.  ) 

tr.  }  No.  411. 

Th«  United  Statks.  \ 


9.  Tbe  United  States,  Ho.  211,  > 
to  be  b«!d  this  da;. 

Upon  the  auDounoement  now  made  by  the  honorable  prmident  of  the  Cotumisaion, 
Uiat  the  Commitslon  is  prapared  to  bear  oral  argnmenti  in  said  case,  tha  caanMl  ftr 
the  United  States,  in  obedianoe  to  the  dlTeatioDS  of  the  honorable  the  SeentMy  «f 
State  of  the  United  States,  respectfully  nroteat*  againat  any  further  piooaediogi  in 
•aid  caae,  and  annonnoea  that  he  shall  talce  no  part  therein. 

Tbia  protest  reata  mainly  upon  tbe  opinion  entertained  by  the  agent  and  eoanaslan 
UiepartoftheUnitedStatea,  and  by  tbe  Secretary  of  Stateof  the  United  St«t«a,  that 
the  oaae  of  Q.  A.  Le  Mote  &  Co.  is  the  same  in  fact  aa  the  case  of  Isaae  TayUw  *.  Tha 
Bepnbtic  of  France,  No.  1 ;  that  it  oonaeqnently  falls  within  the  principle  Mid  rals 
adopted  and  acted  npon  in  the  case  of  Taylor:  and  it  was  theMfore.  and  la,  tbs  dot; 
of  the  agent  of  the  Bepnbtic  of  France  to  withdraw  the  oaae  of  Q.  A.  Le  Hon  ft  Co> 
tnm  the  jnriadiotion  of  the  Commiiaion. 

GEO.  S.  BODTW£LL, 
Agtnl  And  Cowl/or  lit*  XJnU*d  Stalm. 
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Mr.  Soutieell  to  Mr.  FrelinghuyBen. 
PbENOH   and  AuebIGAN  ClaivS  OOUMI8SION, 

1518  H  Btbxbt, 
WiuMngton,  Fehvary  20, 1S81. 
SiB:  It  is  probable  that  tbe  work  of  the  Commission  will  be  com- 
pleted by  the  first  of  April,  bat  it  is  certain  that  the  work  of  the  Secre- 
tary on  the  part  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  Agent  and  Goansel  can- 
not be  finished  at  that  time. 

Between  this  and  the  first  day  of  April  I  may  be  able  to  make  some 
preparation  for  a  final  report,  which  shonld  contain  a  history  in  brief  of 
the  action  of  the  Commission  in  a  nomber  of  cases  involving  tbe  inter- 
pretation of  treaties  and  the  applJcatioD  of  pablic  law  to  tixe  facts  de- 
veloped  by  the  testimony.  That  work  is  not  possible  for  me  to  perform 
witbin  the  time  named. 

If  the  printed  record  of  the  proceedings  of  tbe  Commission  is  to  be 
arranged  and  the  volnmea  bonnd,  some  provieioDS  must  be  made  to  de- 
fray tbe  expense  of  the  work  to  be  performed  after  the  first  day  of 
April  next.  Indeed  it  will  not  be  practicable  for  Mr.  Peddrick  to  ac- 
complish mnch  in  that  direction  until  tbe  «nd  of  the  Commission,  inas- 
much as  there  can  be  no  assurance  that  additions  will  not  be  made  to 
particular  records  arising  from  motions  to  reconsider  the  decisions 
made. 

The  appropriation  made  for  the  support  of  the  Commission  will  be 
BaCBcient  for  all  these  purposes,  but  the  First  Comptroller  of  the  Treas- 
ary  is  of  opinion  that  the  power  to  draw  upon  the  appropriation  will  be 
then  exbansted. 

Under  these  circnmstonces,  I  tbonghtitto  bemydntytolaytbe£aots 
before  yon  for  sncb  action  as  yon  may  think  proper. 
V"ery  respectfblly, 

GEOEGE  8.  BOUTWBLL, 
Agent  and  Counsel/or  th«  United  0tatet. 


Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Davii. 

French  anb  Auebioan  Claims  Commission, 

1518  H  Street, 
Washington,  February  23, 1884. 
Sib  :  Agreeably  to  the  suggestion  made  by  you  to  Mr.  Peddrick,  I 
have  prepared  a  joint  resolution  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  authorize  the  completion  of  the  bosioess  of  this  Com- 
mission. 

If  yon  shonld  think  proper  to  transmit  the  resolntion  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations,  yon  may  say  to  them  that  I  will  attend  upon 
them  and  explain  the  business  of  the  Commission  ehoald  I  be  requested 
80  to  do. 

Very  respectfully, 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States.^ 
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JODTT  KBSOLDTIOK  Mithoildiig  th»  SAcretarrof  Stits  to  (wmplet«  th*  bnaiBMa  af  O*  hi 
uid  AmMioui  C1b1d31  CommUftloD. 

Betohed  ly  the  Stnale  and  Hovtt  of  Beprtiviitative$  of  ti^  Veiled  Statet  of  AmtrvM 
Congrett  aitemblfd :  That  the  8Poret«ry  of  State  lie  and  he  ia  hereby  anthotiwi 
cause  the  records  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commiaaioas  to  be  ^-  ' 
otherwise  put  in  anitable  condition  for  preservation  and  caase  a  report  t-o  bp 
the  (lecisiont  and  doinge  of  the  said  Comuiisaion  and  utherwise  to  provide  for  tbr  n 
pletton  of  the  liasiueiis  of  the  said  ComminBion  and  to  defray  the  expetiM,  L«  j: 
thorized  to  LiM  BO  mnch  of  the  appropriations  heretofore  made  for  tbe  parjwM 
defraying;  the  expeosea  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission  ai  nu; 
necessary  for  the  pnrpoaes  coDtemplated  by  this  reeolntion. 


Mr.  Bouticell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuystn,  ' 

Fbbnch  and  Ameeioah  Clauib  Commission, 

1518  n  Stkbet, 
Washington,  March  31,  18SL 

Sib:  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  yoa  officially  that  tlie  Freacb  ani 
American  Claims  Commission  completed  its  business  at  the  session  h«lv 
this  day,  and  presented  and  signed  the  final  award  as  required  by  th 
9tli  article  of  tlie  convention. 

The  several  awards  against  the  Government  of  the  United  StaM 
amount  to  t319,595.02;  the  interest  thereon  amounts  to  9305,971^ 
This  makes  au  aggregate  of  (625,566.36. 

The  awards  against  the  French  Bepublic,  including  interest,  amono; 
to  the  snm  of  13,659.14  francs. 

The  docket  of  the  Commiasion  shows  that  726  claims  were  preseotw! 
against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  aggregate  of  said  claims  nai 
(17,581,000.  The  interest,  at  5  per  cent.,  would  have  amoanted  to  an 
equal  sum.  This  would  have  made  about  135,000,000 in  all;  the  awanis. 
therefore,  are  less  than  2  per  cent,  of  the  sum  claimed. 

This  result  shows  that  mauy  of  the  claims  were  unfouuded  and  others 
greatly  exaggerated.  The  chief  expenses  incident  to  the  defense  of  tb< 
claims  has  arisen  from  these  facts.  It  is  estimated  that  the  printed 
record  of  the  testimony,  motions,  and  plea<liugs,  will  amount  in  tbt 
aggregate  to  about  100,000  pages. 

I  am  able  to  say,  as  the  result  of  my  acquaintance  with  the  bosines! 
of  the  Commission,  that  the  claimants  against  the  Oovernment  of  th< 
United  States  have  had  due  allowance  made  for  the  losses  sustained  bj 
them  as  far  as  their  claims  were  supported  by  proofs. 

In  two  or  three  instances  claims  against  the  French  Gkivernmenthan 
been  disallowed  when,  as  it  seemed  to  me,  the  proofs  justified  an  award 

Upon  the  whole,  however,  I  am  prepared  to  say  that  I  accept  tbt 
work  of  the  Commission  as  a  just  and  eqnitAble  performance  of  the 
duty  imposed  upon  them  by  the  convention. 

The  questions  raised,  aud  the  discussions  and  decisions  of  the  Cooi' 
mission,  have  required  an  interpretation  iu  some  particulars  not  only  ol 
the  treaty  between  France  and  the  United  States  of  the  15th  of  Jann 
ary.  18S0,  but  also  of  the  treaty  between  France  and  the  United  8tal«« 
of  1803,  the  treaty  between  Italy  and  France,  by  which  Bice  and  Savoj 
were  ceded  to  France,  and  the  treaty  between  Germany  and  France,  b; 
which  the  provinces  of  Alsace  and  Lorraine  were  ceded  to  Germany. 
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Important  qnestioos  of  citizenship  liave  been  raised,  discussed,  and 
luljudioated. 

As  ttiu  time  apiii'oacbed  for  tbe  completion  of  the  business  of  the 
(Jonamissiou  the  duties  of  the  oonnsel  were  increased,  and  1  bare  had 
no  opportunity  to  prepaii;  sucb  a  report  of  the  proceedings  of  theCom- 
miasion  as  their  importauce  required.  If,  in  your  opinion,  such  a  report 
IB  iieceBsary,  I  shall  be  ready  at  any  time  to  undertake  its  preparation. 
As  my  official  relations  with  yon,  and  with  tbe  Department  of  StAte, 
are  uow  at  an  end,  1  take  great  satisfaction  in  expressing  to  you  my 
tliauks  for  the  confidence  and  constant  support  that  I  have  received  at 
yonr  htuide. 

Very  respectfully,  yonr  obedient  Bervant, 

GEOBOE  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Countel/or  the  United  Statti. 


Mr.  Frelinghuyam  to  Mr.  Boatwell. 

Dbpaetmbnt  of  State, 

Washington,  April  2,  1884. 

Snt :  I  have  received  and  read  with  very  great  satisfaction  your  letter 
of  the  31st  ultimo,  in  which  you  officially  report  to  this  Department  that 
the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission  on  that  day  completed 
it£  business  and  signed  tbe  final  award,  as  required  by  the  9tb  article 
of  the  convention  of  January  16, 1880. 

Yonr  summary  of  tbe  amount  of  the  claims  against  this  Oovemment 
presented  to  the  Commission,  and  of  the  total  final  award  against  it,  is 
verj*  gratifying  to  this  Department,  which  is  not  unaware  of  tbe  fact 
tbat  that  favorable  result  is  largely  due  to  the  energetic,  diligent,  and 
iutelligent  manner  in  which  you  performed  your  duties  as  agent  and 
counsel  of  this  Government,  aided  by  your  feithliil  assistants. 

Adding  my  personal  expression  of  gratification  as  to  the  veiy  cordial 
relations  which  have  subsisted  between  this  Department  and  yourself 
during  the  entire  term  of  the  Commission, 

FEED.  T.  FRELINGHUY8BN. 


en  to  Mr.  Boutwell. 

Dbpabtuent  op  State, 

Washington,  April  2, 1884. 
Iter  of  the  31st  ultimo,  I  have  to  say, 
ary  important  questions  which  were 
id  American  Commission,  it  is,  in  my 
and  careful  report  should  be  made  of 
I  have  already  asked  Congress  to 
r  the  necessary  expenses  of  such  a  re- 
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tKkrf.  Should  that  body  take  favorable  action  upon  my  recommetida- 
tions,  it  is  uiy  dettire  that  you  should,  with  the  aid  of  the  clerk,  prepare 
MUch  a  report  at*  is  iiieiitiouei]  above,  in  addition  to  pnttiug  the  reeonl.< 
and  flies  of  the  Commission  into  a  proper  coutlitiou  for  preservation  aui) 
future  refereuce. 
I  am,  &c., 

FREIl'K  T.  PRELINGHITTSEN. 


Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuffsai. 

1429  New  YoHs'ATBMtJB, 

June  28,  1884. 
Sib  :  I  wrote  you  the  2d  of  May  in  regard  to  the  prepsratioo  of  a  re- 
I>ort  of  the  proceediDgs  of  the  French  and  AmericaD  Olaims  Commis- 
sion, agreeably  to  the  contents  of  your  letter  to  me  of  the  2d  of  April 
last. 

Ill  my  letter  I  mentioned  the  compeDsatiou  that  I  should  expect, 

namely,  the  buui  equal  to  my  salary  as  agent  for  two  and  a  half  months. 

There  was  some  delay  in  the  outset,  as  the  records  were  not  in  a  con- 

<liti()u  to  be  uonaulted  conveniently.    The  work  is  now  far  advanceil, 

and  a  large  simre  of  the  matter  is  in  the  printer's  hands. 

Mr.  Peddrick  has  sent  me  checks  for  three  months'  pay,  upon  the 
basis  of  my  salary.    This  will  be  accepted  in  full  for  the  entire  work, 
but  if  you  thiuk  the  compenaatiou  Hboiild  be  limited  to  the  pay  as  agent 
for  two  and  a  half  mouths  I  wilt  adjust  the  account  upon  that  basis. 
With  great  resiiect, 

GEOKGE  S.  BOUTWELL. 
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